The Solicitors Journal. 





a 


— 


LONDON, SEPTEMBER 1o, 1881. 











CONTENTS. 


CURRENT TOPICS cececcecresecesses PPTITITi Tir tt ty 
“BrerHousE” oR ‘* BEERSHOP” ...00 Pececercccecccccece eovce 
Tue Law or LICENSING ....- oo beesevece ceccseccoce weeccccs soe S31 
RECTIFICATION OF THE REGISTER OF TRADE-MARKES .- 

CASES OF THE WEEK— 





MAE: vaphsnnyse sa gete teuksouee das hptncnshuesc cove cabevesese 
Nottage V. Aitken...ccccesecsececenseceees erreces 
Toe RAILWAY COMMISSION .eceeee oreeees eevccessccce eeveces - 835 
DoRCHESTER COUNTY COURT «crccccrccccevecesscecs erecancess 836 
‘OBITUARY 
LeGaL APPOINTMENTS ...++- ° 
COMPANIES .-sse0see eoscccee: 
CREDITORS’ CLAIMS esescseeccces ° 
Sorrcrrors’ REMUNERATION ACT, 1981 ...sseeeee 
Lonpon GazerTes, &C., &C....+6 Wroccccecce eoscece ecccccccccces 84 
Pustic GENERAL STATUTES. 








CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tux seLection of Mr. Curry for the vacant judgeship 
will be received with general satisfaction by the pro- 
fession, as well on account of the leading position which 
he has so long filled as of his personal pepularity. The 
appointment is also satisfactory as indicating that 
eminent men are still willing to accept “ ordinary” 
judgeships, and as proving the possibility of reconciling 
political claims with personal merit. The announcement 
that the new judge, and not Mr. Justice Kay, will occupy 
the Rolls Court and take over the staff of Sir Grorcz 
Jzsset is probably premature, since by section 7 of the 
new Supreme Oourt of Judicature Act the Lord Chan- 
¢ellor must first make an order directing by which 
judge the Rolls Court and chambers shall be used and 
to which judge the chief clerks and staff hitherto be- 
longing to that court shall in future be attached. 





Ir nas BEEN Mr. Justice Currry’s lot to obtain eminence 
in everything which he has undertaken. At Eton and 
Oxford he was known as a first-rate rower and cricketer, 
and he achieved the unusual distinction of being included 
both in the University eight and the University eleven. 
He terminated his athletic career by rowing stroke of 
the winning Oxford crew in 1852, and his academic 
ateer with a first class, the Vinerian Law Scholarship, 
and a fellowship. During the time of his connection 
with the Inns of Court Volunteers he was probably one 
of the most efficient officers to be met with in the 
Volunteer Service. On his call to the bar he soon 
obtained a first-class junior business, and although he 
did not obtain silk for eighteen years, he became the 
‘eknowledged leader in the Rolls Court within a few 
months of his promotion. His first attempt to enter 
the House of Commons was successful, although his 

liamentary career had been too short to enable him 
to establish a reputation as a politician, 


A cornnesroxpent of the Zimes draws attention to a 
Matter which has often been the cause of annoyance to 








many members of the profession—the narrowness of the 
footway on the west side of Chancery-lane—and asks 
how it is that the authorities have apparently been 
inactive in the matter. Probably this inactivity is 
owing to the great value of the strip of ground which 
would have to be purchased from the Society of Lincoln’s- 
inn before the pavement can be widened. The sugges- 
tion that the new iron railing in front of Lincoln’s-inn 
should be removed, and three feet added to the footway, 
will not be received with much favour by tenants of 
ground-floor chambers in the new buildings, 





A RECENTLY REPORTED CasE before the Master of the Rolls 
—In re Warner and Steel (29 W. R. 726, L. R. 17 Ch, 
D. 711)—settlés a point of considerable importance, 
and one which might fairly have been thought open 
to doubt. The decision is that, upon a sales, 
authorized by the court under the Settled Estates , 
Act, 1877, the charge for succession duty is trans- — 
ferred from the land to the purchase-money and its 
future investments. This is the rule upon a sale under 
a power, and the court was enabled to ascribe the same 
result to a sale under the Settled Estates Act by 
reason of the 22nd section, which provides that the 
deed of conveyance executed by the persons directed 
shall take effect as if the settlement had contained a 
power enabling such persons to effect the sale, and soasto * 
operate, if necessary, by way of revocation or appoint- 
ment of the use. The well-known decision of Dugdale v. 
Meadows (iL. R. 6 Ch. 501) (in which land sold under a 
power was held upon a very literal reading of the 42nd 
section of the Succession Duty Act, to be freed from the 
duty to arise upon the determination of a jointure 
paramount to the power) was adverted to in the argument, 
but the judgment contains nothing, in language or 
reasoning, to fortify that case. 





We print this week the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 
the leading provisions of which may be thus summarised. 
Section 2 empowers the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief 
Justice, the Master of the Rolls, the President of the Incor- 
porated Law Society, and the president of some provincial 
law society (to be, from time to time, selected by the Lord 
Chancellor to serve during his tenure of the presidency), 
or any three of them, the Lord Chancellor being one, to 
make and revoke, or alter, any general order prescribing 
and regulating the remuneration of solicitors “‘in respect 
of business connected with sales, purchases, leases, mort- 
gages, settlements, and other matters of conveyancing,” 
and other business not being in any action or transacted 
in any court, or judges’ or masters’ chambers, or other- 
wise contentious. By section 3, before any such general 
order is made, its provisions are to be communicated to the 
Incorporated Law Society, who will be at liberty to offer 
any observations and suggestions in writing thereon, 
which are to be taken into consideration, within one 
month, by the Lord Chancellor and the other persons 
duly authorised to make such order, which may be made 
either in its original form or with any alterations, 
additions, or amendments. By section 4, any such 
general order may prescribe a mode of remuneration by 
commission or percentage (which may be varied in 
different classes of business), or a gross sum, or a fixed 
sum, for each document prepared or perused (without 
regard to length); or in any other mode; or partly in 
one mode and partly in another; and the amount of re- 
muneration is to be regulated by all or any of ‘* the 
following, among other, considerations” :—The position 
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of the client (whether vendor or purchaser, lessor or 
lessee, mortgagor or mortgagee, or the like); the place, 
district, and circumstances at or within which the busi- 
ness is transacted; the amount of capital or rent to 
which the business relates, and the skill, labour, and re- 
sponsibility involved therein; the number and import- 
ance (without regard to length) of the documents pre- 
pared or perused ; and the average or ordinary remunera- 
tion paid for like business before the passing of the Act. 
By section 5, a general order may authorize the taking 
by a solicitor of security for future remuneration, and 
the allowance of interest. Although the Act came into 
force on the 22nd of August, there will be no immediate 
alteration of the law, for by section 6 no general order 
is to take effect until after the lapse of one month from 
the time of its being laid before each House of Parlia- 
ment; and any such order may be disallowed (wholly, or 
in part) by Order in Council in an address presented to 
the Crown by either House withinsuch month. Section 
8 reserves the right of solicitor and client to make any 
agreement for the remuneration of the former (whether 
a general order under the Act is in operation or not) 
by a gross sum, commission, percentage, or salary, or 
otherwise; but the agreement must be in writing, 
“‘signed by the person to be bound thereby, or by his 
agent in that behalf.” It may, or may not, include dis- 
bursements, and it may be sued upon, impeached, or set 
aside in the same manner as any ordinary agreement, 
subject (if, on being relied on by the solicitor, it is ob- 
jected to as unfair or unreasonable) to inquiry and 
report by the taxing officer, upon whose certificate the 
court or a judge may either cancel the agreement or 
reduce the amount payable thereunder. Section 9 
excludes the operation of the Solicitors Act, 1870, in all 
business to which the present Act relates. 





A.ruovcs the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1881, 
has only been published this week, it has been actually 
in operation since the 27th of August. Most of its provi- 
sions are already familiar to our readers. Section 2 
restricts the Master of the Rolls to appellate duties (sub- 
ject to the obligation on future holders of the office to go 
circuit), and section 3 reduces the number of the Lords 
Justices to five. Section 4 constitutes the President for 
the time being of the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division an ex officio judge of the Court of Appeal. 
Section 5 (under which Mr. Justice Currry has been 
appointed) authorizes the appointment of a judge of the 
Chancery Division to supply the place of the Master of 
the Rolls; and section 6 provides that the power given to 
her Majesty, under the 40 & 41 Vict. c. 9, to appoint an 
additional judge of the High Court may be exercised 
from time to time, so as at all times to make due pro- 
vision for the business of the Chancery Division, but no 
such appointment is to be made unless the number of 
judges of the Chancery Division (other than the Lord 
Chancellor) is reduced below five. Section 7 deals with 
the staff of the Rolls Court Chambers, and with the 
existing Rolls Court. The Lord Chancellor is to direct 
by which judge of the Chancery Division that it and its 
chambers shall be used, and the chief clerks and other 
officers now attached to the Rolls Court will be attached 
to the judge named in the Lord Chancellor's order. 
Other sections, which deal with the Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Division, and appeals to the House of Lords, 
have already been noticed by us. Section 9 provides 
that, subject to any orders made under the Appellate 
Jurisdiction Act, 1876, all appeals to the House of Lords 
shall be presented within a month if the House is sitting, 
and, if not, within fourteen days if after the next 
meeting of the House. Several sections provide 
for the transfer to the Queen’s Bench Division of 
certain functions which belonged to the Common 
Fleas and Exchequer Divisions. Thus the election 
judges will be selected out of the judges of the Queen’s 
Bench Division, which will also have jurisdiction in all 
registration and election cases, and in the nomination of 





sheriffs, and the presentation and swearing-in of the Lord 
Mayor will take place before the same division. Sections 

25 and 26 give the Lord Chief Justice of England all 

the powers formerly exercised by the other chief judges, 

including that of appointing commissioners for taking 

acknowledgments by married women. Section 15 
provides for the place of the Lord Chief Justice, as 
President of the Court of Criminal Appeal, being filled, in 
case of necessity, by some other judge of the 

Queen’s Bench Division. Section 22 relates to the 
appointment of district registrars. In cases within ses- 

tion 60 of the Judicature Act, 1873, and section 13 of 
the Judicature Act, 1875, that is to say, upon a vacancy 
where the district registrarship has been held by the 
registrar of an inferior court of record, other than a 
county court, the Lord Chancellor may appoint a solicitor 
as district registrar, and every district registrar is pro- 
hibited from acting, either by himself or his partner, as. 
solicitor or agentin any proceeding in his own registry. By 
section 21, upon any vacancy in any office (other than that 
of a judge) of the Supreme Court, notice thereof is to be 
forthwith notified to the Lord Chancellor, and no new 
appointment is to be made withiu one month of the 

vacancy without the assent of the Lord Chancellor, given 
with the consent of the Treasury. Section 27 is intended to. 
remove doubts as to the extent of the power of making. 
rules under the County Courts Act, 1856, and provides 
that such power is to extend to all matters of procedure or 
or practice in any cases within the cognizance of county 

courts, as to which rules of court could have been made 
under the Judicature Acts, and the Appellate Jurisdic- 
tion Act, 1876, for cases within the cognizance of the 
High Court, and validity is given to all rules already 

made under the first-mentioned Act. 





A first meeting was held before Mr. Registrar Brougham 
under the bankruptcy of William Richard Preston, described: 
as of 7, Mark-lane, solicitor, and of Harold Wood, Horne 
church, Essex, market gardener. The adjudication was 
made on August 5, upon the petition of Mr. John Walton, 
of 37, Petherton-road, Highbury, a creditor for about £5,000, 
and the bankrupt has absconded, Messrs. Morley & 
Shirreff conducted the proceedings. The liabilities are esti- 
mated at from £30,000 to £40,000, and proofs of debt 
amounting to £10,000 were admitted, including about £2 200 
for barrister’s fees. Mr. Southcott, accountant, Kiog-street, 
Cheapside, was appointed trustee, together with the following: 
committee of inspection : Mr. J. Walton (petitioning creditor), 
Mr, A. J. Dudgeon, of 10, London-street, and Mr. W. C. 
Williams, of New Southgate. The meeting for the public. 
examination of the bankrupt (for whose arrest a warrant has 
been issued) was appointed for Friday, November 18. 

A correspondent writes us as follows :—‘‘ About eleven 
a.m. on Sunday morning Mr, Henry Latham, of London, 4 
solicitor, a very fine young fellow—who had lately made the 
ascent of the Wetterhorn, and also of the Eiger, which are 
respectively 12,000ft. and 13,000ft. high—left Grindelwald’ 
to ascend the Bourg Mountain, a few miles south-west, and 
a few thonsand feet above this village. As he did not return 
in the evening his friends and the landlord of the Bar Hotel 
sent two guides in search at eleven p.m., and at six o'clock. 
the next morning they found his dead body. ‘The head was 
sadly broken, and the body was buried in the snow several 
handred feet beneath the precipitous and serrated top of the 
mountain, and the projecting feet and legs alone marked his. 
whereabouts. As the body was frozen and lifeless the'guides 
descended forhelp, and returning with assistance brought 
down the body to the pastor's house. The event has cast # 
terrible gloom over Grindelwald. Mr. Latham had made 
several friends in the hotel-pension where he was staying: 
He was of singular affability and simplicity, and had # 
powerful frame, The day before his death he pointed out 
the Bourg Mountain to a gentleman“ staying in the same 
hotel, and dwelt on it with admiration. ‘The snow fell w 
there for eighty consecutive hours, ending at noon on the 4th 
instant, but the precipice part of the Bourg is too steep for it 
to lodge. ‘The unfortunate young man is supposed to have 
slipped from the serrated point on the summit, either upon # 
loose stone or upon the slippery ice."—Standard, 
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“BEERHOUSE” OR “ BEERSHOP.” 


Tue purchasers of building lots on the estates of the 
yarious land companies, and their tenants, will do well to 
consider carefully the line of cases which has settled the 
meaning of the covenant which prevents a house erected 
on any lot from being used for the purpose of a “ beer- 
house” or ‘“‘beershop.” These words would, in all 
probability, be treated as synonymous in the mind of the 
average purchaser or tenant, and the covenant would be 
considered to be merely a safeguard against the con- 
version of the premises into a public-house. In point of 
fact, in most leases of any standing in which the dis- 
qualifying covenant is inserted, the draftsman has evi- 
dently used the words ‘‘ beerhouse” and “ beershop” 
without drawing any marked distinction between them. 
Recent decisions have, however, finally established a 
jyule which should be carefully noted, that, while a 
jeovenant not to use any premises as a “ beershop” 
prohibits the occupier from selling beer in any form or 
kind whatever, such a covenant, if the word “ beer- 
house” is used, is not broken if the beer is soldto be 
consumed off the premises. 

The first of these propositions, which had been pre- 
viously laid down by the late Lord Chief Justice 
Cockburn and Mr. Justice Mellor in Bishop of St. 
Albans v. Battersby (26 W. R. 679), has now received 
the formal sanction of the Court of Appeal in the case 
of London and Suburban Land and Building Com- 
pany v. Field (L. R. 16 Ch. D. 645). In that case the 
conveyance to the purchasers contained a covenant that 
except on certain specified plots of land no public-house, 
tavern, or beershop should be built, nor should any 
messuage or other building to be erected on any piece of 
land be converted into or used as such. The defendant 
had erected a shopon his plot and obtained an off 
license empowering him to sell beer at his shop 
not to be drunk on the premises, and it was held, 
upholding the previous decision of the Master of the 
Rolls, that the sale of beer by the defendant was a 
breach of the covenant. It was contended on behalf of 
the defendant that “ beershop’’ had acquired a technical 
meaning in the trade as a house where beer was sold by 
tetail to be drunk on the premises, but the court 
Wanimously rejected this construction, Lord Justice 
Brett observing that the word “must be construed 
according to the ordinary construction as meaning a 
place and a shop where beer is sold. It therefore in- 
cludes a beerhouse, but something more—a place where 
beer is sold—and yet is not a beerhouse, and the case 
stated is one which is struck at by the covenant.” 

Following this decision came Holt v. Collyer (29 W. R. 
50), in which Mr. Justice Fry decided that a covenant 
not to use premises as a “ public-house, tavern, or beer- 
house” was not broken by the sale of beer not to be 
drunk on the premises where the defendant carried on 
the business of a grocer. Mr. Juetice Fry, after refusing 
toallow evidence of the meaning of the word “ beer- 
house” in trade usage to be given, and observing that it 
was important for the public that the meaning of 
& word should be definitely settled once for all, 
said, referring to the previous cases of Bishop of St. 
Albans v. Battersby and London and Suburban Land 
and Bwilding Company v. Field, “ Independently 
of authority, I should have come to the same conclu- 
tion. Can it be said, in fact, that a grocer’s shop at 
Which beer is sold, whether wholesale or retail, is, 
according to the ordinary acceptation of the term a 
“beerhouse’? It appears to me clear that it cannot, 
and in arriving at this conclusion I am assisted by 

ing the collocation of the words forming the 
Clause in which the term occurs—i.e., ‘ public-house, 
tavern, or beerhouse.’” 

Those who draw instruments relating to businesses of 
this sort will now know definitely on what principles to 
Proceed, and grocers who propose, like so many of their 











fraternity, to sell beer, will find no difficulty in ascer- 
taining their power to do so without incurring the risk 
of an action to restrain them. 








THE LAW OF LICENSING. 
II. 
Renewats or Licenszs. 


** Tu renewal of a license,” we are told in the interpre- 
tation clause of the Licensing Act, 1872 (35 & 36 Vict. 
c. 94), s. 74, “means a license granted at a general 
annual licensing meeting by way of renewal.” This can- 
not be called a very satisfying definition. The expres- 
sion, ‘‘ by way of renewal,” appears to have been taken 
from the 7th section of the Wine and Beerhouse Act, 
1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 27), in which section, if we mis- 
take not, the term ‘‘ renewal ” is first used in the Statute- 
book, for it is of the utmost importance to bear in mind 
that the earlier licensing Acts knew nothing of the vital 
distinction which modern legislation has drawn between 
“ new licenses” and “ renewals.’’ Oue distinction there 
was, and one only, and this was that the preliminary 
notices which were required to be given by the applicants 
for new licenses were dispensed with in case of applica- 
tion for licenses in respect of premises already licensed. 
The status of irremovability, if we may so.termit, which 
such applicants now practically enjoy grew up out of 
the rights which for thirty-nine years, from 1830, when 
Lord Brougham’s Beer Act (11 Geo. 4, and 1 Will. 4, c, 64) 
was passed, to 1869, when Sir H. S. Ibbetson’s Wine and 
Beerhouse Act (32 & 33 Vict. c. 27) was passed, were 
insured to certain persons to sell beer and wine under 
excise licenses without magisterial restriction. When 
the Act of 1869 was passed, the Legislature, with its 
usual tenderness for vested interests, protected the pre- 
mises to which such particular licenses were attached at 
the time of its passing by special clauses of peculiar 
phraseology. By parity of legislation, but by legislation 
based on reasoning scarcely so sufficient, the Act of 1872 
has protected premises to which general licenses were 
attached at any time and have since remained attached 
by other special clauses of peculiar phraseology. We 
will examine these two sets of special clauses, and deal first 
with those clauses in the Acts of 1872 and 1874 which 
affect all’ applicants for renewals, whether holders of the 
general public-house license, or of the special beer and 
wine licenses under one of the six Excise Acts recited in 
the Wine and Beerhouse Act, 1869. 

The 42nd section of the Act of 1872 provides for the 
case where a “licensed person applies for the renewal of 
his license”’ :— 

*¢(1) He need not attend in person at the general annus 
licensing meeting, ualess he is required by the licensing 
justices so to attend : : a 

“(2) The justices shall not entertain any objection to the 
renewal of such license, or take any evidence with respect to 
the renewal thereof, unless written notice of an intention to 
op the renewal of such license has been served on such 
noder not less than seven days before the commencement of 
the general annual licensing meeting: Provided that the licens. 
ing justices may, notwithstanding that no notice has been 
given, on an objection being made, adjourn the granting of 
any license to a future day, and require the attendance of the 
holder of the license on such day, when the case will be 
heard and the objection considered, as if the notice herein- 
before prescribed had not been given. z 1 

(3) The justicesshall notreceive any evidence with respect 
to the renewal of such license which is not given on oath, 

“ Subject as aforesaid, licenses shallbe renewed, and the powers 
and discretion of the justices relative to such renewal shall be 
exercised as heretofore.” 


The final paragraph of this section is very explicit. 
For its meaning we go back to 9 Geo. 4, c, 61, where 
we find that justices are empowered to grant licenses 
(and we have already pointed out that, independently 
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of the Acts of 1872-4, grants and renewals stand on the 
same footing) “to such persons as they, the said justices, 
shall, . . . intheexerciseof their discretion, deem 
fit and proper”’—that is, to all the applicants if the 
justices so please, or to no applicants if the justices so 
please, or to selected applicants as the justices please. 
The 42nd section of the Act of 1872, read with this 
section, clearly gives no title to a renewal. It is strongly 
in favour of the -applicant, but all it does is to 
insure him a full hearing, and enable him to take 
all legal precautions to defend his license. But the 
26th section of the Act of 1874, reciting verbatim the 
provision numbered (1) of the 42nd section of the 
Act of 1872 above set out, enacts that the requisition of 
the licensing justices “‘ shall not be made, save for some 
special cause personal. to the licensed person to whom 
such requisition is sent.’? ‘The same section also enacts 
that “a notice of an intention to oppose the renewal 
of a license served under section 42” of the Act of 1872 
** shall not be valid, unless it states in general terms the 
grounds on which the renewal of such a license is to be 
opposed.” The saving clause for the discretionary 
powers of the justices which appears in the 42nd section 
of the Act of 1872 is absent from the 26th section 
of the Act of 1874, but, by section 1 of the Act of 
1874, the two Acts, “so far as is consistent with the 
respective tenors of such Acts,” are to be construed “as 
one Act.” Does, then, the 26th section of the Act of 
1874 confer any statutory title to renewal? Practi- 
cally, no doubt, the position of the applicant, strong 
under the Act of 1872, is very much strengthened by the 
Act of 1874. We believe, too, that in no single case, 
either before the Act of 1872 or after it, has a renewal 
been ever refused, except on grounds of bad character. 
If such a case has occurred we should be glad to be 
informed of it. But the question is not what the 
practice in fact is, or oughtto be, but what the practice 
in law may possibly be, and we have no hesitation in 
saying that the discretion of the justices to refuse a 
renewal on any ground or no ground, and with reasons 
or without, still remains. Upon the 42nd section of the 
Act of 1872 there were three avenues of attack upon 
the renewal—(1) by requisition to attend ; (2) ‘‘on an 
objection being made,” and (3) after written notice of 
opposition. The first avenue is closed by the Act of 
1874, or rather it is restricted to attacks for ‘‘ special 
ceuse personal,” whatever that may mean. The third is 
restricted by the requirement that the notice of opposition 
mast state the grounds of opposition. Beyond this, the 
applicant is at the mercy of the justices as he was before. 
We now come to those applicants for renewals to whom 
the Wine and Beerhouse Act, 1869, applies, as well as 
the enactments of 1872-4 above examined. Section 19 
of that Act enacts that “‘ where, on the Ist of May, 
1869, a license under any of the recited Acts fanthorizing 
the grant of certain excise licenses without giving the 
Excise any power to refuse them] is in force with 
respect to any house or shop for the sale by retail therein 
of beer, cider, or wine to be consumed on the 
premises, it shall not be lawful for the justices to refuse 
an application .. . . exceptononeor more of the 
grounds upon which an application for a certificate 
under this Act in respect of a license for the sale 
of beer, cider, or wine not to be consumed on the prem- 
ises, may be refused in accordance with this Act.’’ The 
reference is to section 8 of the Act, which prescribes that 
no application for any such certificate “ shall be refused, 
except on one or more of the following grounds, viz :— 


“(1) That the applicant has failed to produce satisfactory 


-evidence of good character: 


(2) That the house or shop in respect of which a license 
issought . . . is of a disorderly character: 

“(2) That the applicant having previously held a license, 
+ « » the same has been forfeited for misconduct : 

(4) That the applicanr, or the bouse in respect of which 
he applies, is not duly qualified as by law is required ;’’ 


and it ie added that, where the grounds of refusal is the 





fourth ground, “ the justices shall specify in writing the 
grounds of their decision.” 

There have been two or three decisions of importance 
upon these 8th and 19th sections of the Act of 1869. If 
was held in Reg. v. Curzon (21 W. R. 886, L. R. 8 Q. B, 
400) that whers a license existing on the Ist of May, 
1869, has been suffered to drop, the privileges of the 19th 
section are lost. In Reg. v. Sykes (24 W. R. 141, L. BR 
1Q. B. D. 52) a mandamus issued to justices under 
section 8 to state on which of the four grounds a license 
had been refused, and in Hx parte Smith (26 W. RB, 
682, L. R.3 Q. B. D. 374) a similar mandamus issued, 
although the justices made affidavit that they had in 
fact acted upon one of the grounds on which they were 
by law empowered to refuse the license. The expression 
“qualified as by law is required’? has reference to a 
pumber of qualifications scattered over a number of 
successive statutes. Among the more important 
qualifications may be mentioned those under 3 & 4 Viet, 
c. 61, of residence for the person, and sufficient annual 
value for the premises in the case of a license to sell beer 
to be drunk on the premises—the qualification as to 
value being materially affected by the 45th and 46th 
sections of the Act of 1872. It may be just worth while 
to point out that a mandamus to justices in this, as well 
as in other cases, would not be a maudamus to grant the 
license applied for, but a mandamus to hear and 
determine the application for it. 

In event of the application for renewal being 
refused there is clearly a right of appeal to quarter 
sessions under the 27th section of 9 Geo. 4, c. 61, 
preserved as to renewals and transfers by the Act of 
1872. But if the application for renewal be granted, is 
there a right of appeal in the person who opposed it? 
The 27th section of 9 Geo. 4, c. 61, gives the appeal to 
“any person aggrieved by any act of any justice.” It 
would seem from Reg. v. Middlesex Justices (3 B. & 
Ad. 938) that these words are confined to a person im- 
mediately aggrieved, as by the refusal of a license to 
himself, and do not include the case of a person con. 
sequentially aggrieved. Perhaps, however, the pro. 
ceedings might be brought upon certiorari by the oppos- 
ing party, and it seems clear that ever since the passing 
of the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, a case might not 
be stated by justices on the application of either party, 
under section 33 of that Act, which allows any “ order, 
determination, or other proceeding ’’ to be questioned in 
this manner, for the licensing. justices do not appear to 
bea “ court of summary jurisdiction ” within the mean- 
ing of that enactment. 








The forty-seventh half-yearly general meeting of the 
members of the Solicitors Benevolent Association will be 
held at ten a.m. on Wednesday, the 12th of October, at the 
Pavilion, Brighton, during the sittings of the Incorporated 
Law Society, to receive the half-yearly report and statement 
of accounts, and for the election of directors and auditors for 
the ensuing year, and other general business. 

Mr. Arthur J. Parker, of 3, Stone-buildings, Lincoln’s- 
inn, has addressed the following letter to the Times:— 
“ Before it is too late will you raise your powerful voice to 
secure the widening of the now scandalonsly narrow footways 
in Chancery-lane ? The Honourable Society of Lincoln's 
inn have been allowed to rebuild on the west side of this 
important thoroughfare without adding one inch to the 
footway, which along the whole length of their property 
is not 3ft. wide, Within a short time Lincoln’s-inn 
erect more new buildings towards the south, and unless steps 
are taken to secure a reasonable increase to the footway, the 
width of the footway on the west side of this thoroughfare 
for about a quarter of its length will be irrevocably fixed ab 
3it. Everyone acquainted with the locality must admit 
that such a footway is quite insufficient for the traffic. By 
the removal of the new iron railing now standing in front 
the Lincoln’s-inn property, about 3ft,) could be added to 
the footway. Is this too much to ask ? Perhaps some of 

our readers can say how it is that the authorities apparently 
ve been inactive in this matter.” 
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RECTIFICATION OF THE REGIS- 
TER OF TRADE-MARKS. 
Il. 


Apptications to rectify the register of trade-marks by 
the entry of a mark have not been by any means 
nniversally successful ; in fact, if the case of cotton 
marks are set on one side, the instances of success are 
pretty fairly balanced by those of failure. Among the 
very first cases decided under the Act of 1875 was Ex 
parte Stephens (24 W. R. 963, L, R. 3 Ch. D. 659), in 
which registration was refused to the word or combina- 
‘tion of letters ® Aeilyton,” on the ground that the word 
‘was claimed as a new mark, and that mere combinations 
-of letters forming fancy names were excluded from 
‘gegistration as new marks by the language of the 10th 
section of the Act of 1875. Similarly, on the construc- 
‘tion of the same section, which provides for the registra- 
tion of old marks consisting of special and distinctive 
combinations of letters, but says nothing as to single 
‘Jetters used as trade-marks, it was held, in Jn re Mitchell 
(26 W. R. 326, L. R. 7 Ch. D. 36), that a single letter 
could not be registered as a trade-mark for steel pens, 
notwithstanding that the applicants for registration and 
‘their predecessors in business had used the letter in 
question as a trade-mark for many years. 

In re Rosing, which came before the Court of Appeal in 
‘November, 1878, was a somewhat different case, for there 
‘the opposition to registration was not raised by the regis- 
‘rar, but by the Cutlers’ Company of Sheffield, to whom the 
Act of 1875 and the rules assign a position rather like 
‘that of the Manchester Committee of Experts as to 
cotton goods. Moreover, the opposition was not based 
-on any inherent defect in the mark itself, rendering it 
‘unregistrable, but on its resemblance to another mark 
‘which was already duly appropriated as a Sheffield 
-eorporate mark. The Court of Appeal, reversing the 
‘decision of Bacon, V.C., were. of opinion that the 
‘two marks were so similar, especially when looked at 
‘as stamped upon the substance of the metal goods, that 
deception might not improbably be occasioned, and they 
tefused the registration. 

A more questionable decision is that in 'In re Royal 
‘Baking Powder Company, in which the Court of Appeal, 
affirming the decision of Bacon, V.0O., last year, 
‘tefused leave to register the word “Royal,” or the 
words ‘Royal Baking Powder,” as a trade-mark for 
‘baking powder. The decision of the Vice-Chancellor 
was clearly founded on a misapprehension, as he seemed 
‘to consider that the registration of the word “ Royal,” 
without additional words specifying the article in respect 
of which it was to be used, would give the applicant a 
tight to the exclusive use of the word for all classes of 
goods, although the form of application and advertise- 
ment in the T'rade-Marks Journal clearly specified and 
limited the class of goods for which registration was 
sought. The Court of Appeal apparently considered 
ithat the entire labels used by the company, or, at all 
events, the name of the company, ought to have been 
treated as composing the trade-mark. But after the de- 
cision of the House of Lords in Orr-Hwing v. Registrar 
of Trade-Marks (28 W. R. 17, L. R. 4 App. 479) it 
is difficult to escape coming to the conclusion that the 
itrue registrable trade-mark is the essential particular—in 
that case the animal device, in the baking powder case 
the word “ Royal.” The word had been prominently 
Used in varying labels with different inscriptions, and the 
“*pirit of the Registration Acts seems to require that the 
‘essential particular, which is the true trade-mark, 
should, as far as possible, be claimed apart from the 
ommon words and details with which it is used. 

The cases hitherto referred to have had reference to 
Applications to rectify the register by placing on it some 
Mark or name to which registration had been refused; 
but the 5th section of the Act of 1875 provides also for 
ithe removal from the register of marks or names which 





have been wrongly placed there, so that even if & mark 
is advertised and actually registered without challenge, 
itis still not too late for the matter to be put right if the 
registration is wrongful. This possibility was well ex~ 
emplified in the case of In re Hyde & Co. (26 W. R. 625, 
L. R. 7 Ch. D, 724), in which a mark which hai fo’ 
many years been used in common by thesealing-wax trade 
was registered without opposition as the exclusive 
property of one firm, but was afterwards, on application 
by other persons interested in the trade, ordered to be 
removed from the register, and the Master of the Rolls 
went so far as to give the successful applicants the costs 
of the application, holding that they were under no 
obligation to see the advertisement in the 7'rade-Marks 
Journal, and were not responsible for the wrongful 
registration haviug been obtaired. In Rose v. Hvans 
(48 L. J. Ch. 618) Vice-Chancellor Hall held that the 
word “ Limetta” had been wrongly registered, and must 
be removed from the register unless the parties moviug 
would consent to some less stringent measure. 

After the Trade-Marks Rules, 1876, had been framed, 
it was found to be advisable that the proprietor of a 
registered trade-mark should be in a position to remove 
his mark from the register, and the rule of February 4, 
1878, was accordingly made, by which the registered pro- 
prietor of a trade-mark is empowered to apply at any 
time to the registrar to cancel the entry of such trade- 
mark on the register, and the registrar is authorized to 
cancel such entry. Under this rule, in Hx parte Sales, 
Pollard, & Co., which.came before the Master of the 
Rolls in July, 1878, the applicants obtained the removal 
from the register of the letters “S. P.,” the initials of 
their firm, which they had discovered to have been in 
common use in their trade (the snuff trade) for many 
years, though they had been the first to use it. 

In In re Lysaght (July, 1878) the proprietor of a 
trade-mark registered for all the goods contained in class 
5, instead of applying to have the mark removed from the 
register altogether, applied to the Master of the Roils to 
have the register rectified by limiting the registration to 
galvanized sheet iron on which alone it was his old mark; 
and in some other cases the registration has been limited 
by a note appended to the entry in the register, usually 
on the application of some rival trader who has objected 
to unlimited registration as interfering with the rights of 
the trade. Thus, in Jn re Leonardé (April, 1878), 
certain trade-marks had been registered for steel pens, 
anda note was added to the registration disclaiming 
any exclusive right in certain details common to the 
trade, which had been included in the registration. So 
in In re Mitchell (W. N. 1878, p. 101), where marks on 
steel pens were again in qnestion, and in Ja re Kuhn, 
which came before the Master of the Rolls in November, 
1878, the same thing was done again with respect to marks 
used in the same trade. There have also been a number 
of other eases in which registration has been limited in 
various respects, but in those cases the question has 
arisen upon an ordinary opposed application to register, 
and have therefore been outside the scope of the present 
article, 

Rules 35 to 37 are specially directed t» the alteration 
and rectification of the register, and provide that the 
registered proprietor of any registered trade-mark may, 
by leave of the court, alter such trade-mark, so that he 
does not alter any of the essential particulars of such 
mark. Then follow provisions as to the manner in which 
such alteraton is to be effected, and provision is also 
made for alterations in the address of a registered pro- 
prietor. This last provision appears to be intended to 
relate only tv alterations of the entry of the address in 
the register, and not to alterations of an address appear- 
ing as part of a trade-moerk. Accordiagly, when altera- 
tions of the latter description have been desired, applica- 
tion has been made to the court to sanction them, as in 
Ex parte Lazenby (February 26, 1880), in which Matins, 
V.C., allowed an alteration of a trade-mark in respect 
of an address and some other details included iu ii And 
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in Ex parte Walker (July, 1878) the same Vice-Chan- 
cellor allowed a trade-mark consisting of the letter “ W.,” 
a crown, and the word “Netherton” to be altered by 
substituting the word “‘ Dudley” for the word “ Neth- 
erton,” holding the address not to be an essential 
particular of the trade-mark, and the case to be there- 
fore within the 35th rule, which allows alterations in 
non-essential particulars. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Patent — Injunction — INFRINGEMENT. —In a case of 
Lister v. Pearson, before Cave, J., Vacation Judge, on the 
1st inst., a motion was made by the owners of a patent, 
taken out in 1871, for improvements in looms for weaving 
pile fabrics, to restrain the infringement by the defend- 
ants, who were machine makers, and formerly in the 
employ of the firm of one of the plaintiffs. The patented 
machine was & combination for cutting velvets and pile 
fabrics so as to impart an equal lustre to both parts. The 
infringement related to a knife or blade working between 
sharpening rollers, used for separating the velvet or pile 
fabric, and making two distinct surfaces. Cave, J., said 
he must grant the injonction asked for. In his opinion, 
on the evidence, it was clear the defendants were in- 
fringing the plaintiffs’ patent, and their affidavits to the 
contrary were too bald for him to rely upon. It had been 
argued that the specification was bad, on the ground that 
an ordinary mechanic could not construct the machine from 
it. In his opinion that was not so, and the specification 
was perfectly good. He should grant an injunction until 
the trial, and the costs of both parties would be‘ costs in 
the action, The plaintiffa must give the usual under- 


taking in damagee.—Soxicitors, Speechly 4 Co; Johnson. 


& Wetheralls, 


InguncTIon—CHARGE on SHARES—DeEBT DUE—PRACTICE 
—Stamr.—tIn a case of Terrell v. Oppert, before Cave, 
J.,on the Ist inst., a motion was made by the plaintiff, who 
held a charge on all shares coming to the defendant in a 
limited company in respect of sums due for costs, to restrain 
the defendant from dealing with the shares until the trial. 
The defendant denied that anything wes due, and had in 
fact commenced an action against the plaintiff for an 
account and payment. The defendant also alleged in his 
affidavit that the plaintiff's manager had come to him and 
on several cecasions recently hed offered him sums in settle- 
‘oent of the claims by the defendant egainst him, and 
certain other persons. This, it was alleged, showed that a 
sum was due from the plaintiff to the defendant, and that no 
injunction ought to be granted. Certain shares had been 
recently transferred to the defendant’s name, and the plaintiff 
moved to continue an interim order he had obtained until the 
trial. An objection was taken by the defendant that the 
plaintiff's charge was not stamped, and after some dis- 
cuseion it was ordered that the registrar could consider and 
adjudicate upon the necessity of a stamp for the doou- 
ment, and should refer to the judge on the point. On 
the main question, Cave, J., said he must grant an injunc- 
tion to restrain the defendant dealing with the shares until 
the trial, asthe plaintiff's debt was in respect of costs; be 
would, however, allow the defendant to take ont a common 
order to tax and make en application to him to expedite the 
taxation. —Soricitons, Terrell, Harper, $ Co. 


Practice—Isterin Recriver—Bitt or SaLe—Fore- 
cLostre—DismissaL oy Acrion—ReMovAL o¥ MortGa3sED 
Cuatrz1s.—In the ease of Payne v. Jacobs, before Cave, J., 
Vacation Judge, on the 3rd ivst.,@ motion was made by 
the defendant to restrain the plaintiff from removing 
certein stock-in-trade alleged by the defendant to be com- 
prised in a bill of sale. The action was for an account and 
redemption, and all matters in dispute were referred to 
an arbitrator who awarded that a large sum was due to 
the defendant, and that, unless such sum was paid be. 
fore » day now past, the action should be dismissed. 
The defendants now alleged that certain stock-in-trade 
comprieed in the bill of sale was being removed, and they 





asked for an interim receiver until the motion could be 
heard. The plaintiff alleged that he was not removing op 
dealing withany of the stock-in-trade comprised in the bill of 
sale, but that the greater part of such stock-in-trade had 
been used by him in the usual course of business. The 
plaintiff also submitted that it was not a case for an inicrin 
receiver, seeing that there was no proof beyond the defend. 
ants’ belief that any of the mortgaged property was being 
removed, Cave, J., considered there was enough to justify 
the appointment of an interim receiver, and appointed the 
defendants’ nominee receiver of the whole of the plaintiff's 
stock-in-trade over the 7th inst.—Soxicitors, Bower ¢ 
Cotton ; A. R. Steele. 


SMALLPox HosprraL—Nuisance—InsuncTION—LacHES, 
—In a case of Chambers vy. The Managers of the Metropoli- 
tan Asylum District, before Cave and Kay, JJ., sitting as 
a divisional court, on the 3rd inst., a motion for an injanc- 
tion was heard by way of appeal from Bowen, J., at 
chambers, to restrain the defendants until the trial of the 
action from sending any more smallpox patients into their 
Folham hospital. The evidence of one of the plaintiffs, 
the lessee of some adjoining athletic grounds, was to the 
effect that his business was being destroyed by the hos. 
pital. There was also evidence by another plaintiff, the 
owner of land round the hospital, as to the nuisance, and 
the other plaintiff, who lived near, deposed that his daugh- 
ter had caught the disease. The plaintiffs had also the 
affidavits of physicians in the district, who stated that the 
hospital was a centre of contagion, and that the district 
was never free from the disease when there were patients 
in the hospital. Plans were produced giving the numbers 
of smallpox patients within radii of a quarter of a mile, 
half a mile, three-quarters of a mile, and @ mile, and 
which showed an enormous proportion of cases near the 
hospital. Affidavits had been filed on the part of the 
defendante, showing that the hospital was very carefully 
managed, and that the cases of smallpox near the hospital 
could be traced to other causes. The case was partly 
argued on the 25th ult., when it stood over to enable ar 
arrangement, if possible, to be carried out, and so prevent 
an injunction being granted. ‘This, however, was not 
assented to, and the case was resumed on the 3rd inst. 
The court called upon the defendants to show cause why 
they should not be restrained from sending patients from 
outside districts to the hospital. It was then contended 
for the defendants that the plaintiffs, by reason of theis 
laches in not commencing an action until 1881 against a 
hospital opened in 1877 had lost their right to an interim 
injunction. Cave and Kay, JJ., held upon the evidence 
that an injunction ought to be granted, and they stated that. 
they had determined to restrain the defendants until the 
trial from bringing inpatients to the hospital from any 
district lying beyond a radius of one mile from the hos- 
pital, The order would be without prejadice to any 
question, and the plaintiffs must give the usual undertaking 
in damages.—Soxicitors, John Tomlyn ; Few & Co, 


PracticE—SErRVICE Or Writ OUT OF THE JURISDICTION—~ 
Conr ict As TO CAUSE OF ACTION WITHIN JURISDICTION— 
Form or Ornper.—In a case of Noltage v. Aitken, before 
Williams and Kay, JJ., sitting on a divisional court, 
Fs the 7th inst., a motion was made by way of ap 
ffom an order of Cave, J., in chambers, refusing to discharge 
a previous order of Bowen, J., allowing service of the writ in 
the action on the defendants in Scotland. ‘The de- 
fendants had appeared, but their solicitor had made 
an affidavit stating that the appearance was entered 
under a misapprehension, and that, when he did 80, 
he was misled by the plaintiff's affidavit, and did not 
know that no cause of action bed arisen in England. By 
leave of the court the question was also argued on the footing 
of the pam appeal being to set aside the appearance. 
affidavit of the plaintiff upon which leave to serve the writ 
had been given, was not very explitit, and the defendants 
positively denied (the action being one for penalties for @ 
piracy) that they had sold any of the pirated articles within 
the jurisdiction, They tee that they had sold the articles 
in Glasgow to a Scotch firm. For the plaintiff it was now 
argued that the defendants by appearing had waived 
objection to the jurisdiction, pe further that there was 
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ficient evidence of the cause of action arising in England to 
justify the order of Bowen, J. For the defendants it was 
gubmitted that, at any rate, there was a conflict of evidence, 
and that an order in the form of Diamond v. Sutton 
(L. R. 1 Ex. 130) should be made. Wrtx1aMs, J., said that 
the plaintiff ought to satisfy the court that the cause of 
action arose within the jurisdiction. The plaintiff's affidavit 
was not very satisfactory, and, on the other hand, the 
defendants distinctly swore that there was no cause 
of action within the jurisdiction. That being so, there was a 
conflict on the point, and, therefore, he thought the case 
was exactly analogous to that of Diamond v. Sutton, where 
Martin, B., bad required the plaintiff to undertake to be non- 
suited unless he could prove at the trial a cause of action 
within the jurisdiction. In the present case the plaintiff 
must give an immediate undertaking in the same form, 
otherwise the appeal would be allowed and the leave to serve 
the writ and the appearance of the defendants set aside with 
costs. Ifthe undertaking were given, then the costs would 
be reserved. Kay, J., concurred. He said that in an ex 
parte application the greatest good faith was required, and 
the affidavit filed by the plaintiff was by no means sufficiently 
explicit. Moreover, the plaintiff had not chosen to deny the 
affidavit of the defendants that no cause of action had arisen 
within the jurisdiction. There might, however, be a cause 
of action within the jurisdiction, and, therefore, the proper 
order would be one similar to that in Diamond v. Sutton.— 
Bortcrrors, Druce, Jackson, § Attlee ; Chorley, Crawford, & 
Chester. 





THE RAILWAY COMMISSION.* 


July 12, 13; Aug, 6.—Richardson and others v. Midland 
Railway Company, 
Undue preference— Brewers’ traffis—Railway and Canal Traffic 
Act, 1854, a. 2. 

To a complaint under section 2 of the Riilway and Canal 
Traffic Act, 1854, of au inequality of charge, it is no answer 
Ahat the traffic favoured and the traffic prejudiced are not in the 
same locality; and, assuming that there is a competition of 
interests, and that circumstances in other respects are not dis- 
similar, the traffic of two localities, both on the same system of 
railways, although at a distance from each other, isas much 
within the Act as the traffic of two or more individuals in the 
eame locality. 

Nicholson v. Great Western Railway Company (5 C. B. N.S. 
366) followed. 

A railway company carried beer from B. at less rates than 
from N., which was forty miles distant from B. Upon com- 
plaint by brewers at N. that their traflic was unduly prejudiced 
by not being carried on as favourable terms as from b., it ap- 
peared that the railway company charged all brewers at B. a 
uniform rate of 144. per ton per mile, station to station, with a 
minimum of 5s., including loading and unloading, and an abate- 
ment off the quoted rates of 9d. per ton for loading or unloading, 
and 44d. per ton for haulage when the brewers did those services 
themselves instead of employing the railway company to do 
them, and that the railway company’s charges for brewers’ 
traffic from N. exceeded the charges from B. to the extent of 
twenty-five to thirty per cent. 
jeaitc that the lower charges for carrying beer from B. were 

ified. 

This was a complaint by two firms at Newark, one 
doing business as brewers and maltsters, the other as 
maltsters only, that their traffic was unduly prejudiced by 
the Midland Railway Company, by not being carried on as 
favourable terms as to rates and in other respects as Burton 


Cc. 

Tt appeared that there were agreements in force between the 
Midland Railway Company and Messrs, Bass & Oo. (dated in 
1860, 1861, and 1863), by which, in consideration of 
Messrs. Bass & Co, agreeing to send their ale, and some 
parts of their other traffic, - the Midland Railway, the 
Midland Railway Company engaged not to charge them 
higher mileage rates than those specified in the agreements, 
or than the rates which any other company might at any 
time charge to any other brewers in Burton. 

agreements with Bass & Co. were the only ones of 
the kind the Midland Company had at Burton, but the rates 
at which they carried under them for Bass & Oo. had become 
in practice the rates at which they carried for all brewers in 


in. 
No difference was now made as respects charges for convey + 
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ance, direct or indirect, between Bass & Co, and any other 
brewers at Burton; but all had alike had the benefit 
of the agreement rates extended to them, and they 
were under no conditions or obligations which might ac- 
count for their being given a preference over traders noby 
in Burton, such as employing the Midland Company only 
as their carriers by railway or guaranteeing ita minimum 
quantity of traffic. The agreement rates thus made the 
standard of Burton rates in general fixed the charge for 
beer from Burton at a uniform rate of 1}d. per ton 
per mile, station to station, with a minimum of 5s., 
and that for stores, malt, and barley at 1d. per ton per mile, 
with 23, 6d. added, station to station, exclusive of loading 
and unloading, grain to be carried according to thescale as to 
weight given in the classification of the clearing house. The 
rates, however, which the company quoted to and from 
Burton, were in many cases, from the competition of other 
railway companies, or from other causes, below the full 
amount they might charge by the agreements, and the com- 
pany also remitted portions of their quoted rates in the 
shape of drawbacks or allowances. . 

The Burton rates nominally, or rather in the terms of 
the agreements, were exclusive of loading and unloading, 
but they were now deemed to include those services. The 
principal brewers at Burton loaded and unloaded for them- 
selves, and they also did the haulage over the company’s 
branch lines in Barton, between their breweries and the 
company’s deposit-sidings adjoining the main line, and for 
doing these services themselves, instead of employing the 
railway company to do them, they were allowed off the quoted 
rates abatements of 9d. per ton for loadiog or unloading, 
and 43d. per ton for haulage. 

Gully, Q.C., and J. E. Russell, for the applicants. 

Pope, Q.C., Webster, Q.C., and Sutton, for the respondents. 

The Commissioners, in delivering judgment, said :—We 
decided in Bell v. London and North-Western Railway Com- 
pany (19 Soxtcrrors’ Journat, 715, 2 Nev. & Mac. 185), 
which was a case abont the unloading of staves for casks at 
Burton, that a difference of 9d. in the gross rate, accord- 
ing as the unloading of staves was done by the company or 
the consignee, was more than wasright, and it appears that 
the course the company has since taken has been to contiaue 
the allowance of 9d. to brewers who load or unload, whether 
the load be staves or any other goods, and to make brewers 
an allowance of half that sum, or 43d. ton, if required to 
load or unload for them. In effect, therefore, the net Bar- 
ton rates are now all round 43d. less than they appear 
on paper. Newark is another place on the Midland 
system, where the Midland Railway carry brewers’ 
traffic, but their charges at Newark are considerably higher 
thaa at Burton, and are alleged to exceed the latter to the 
extent of 25 to 30 per cent., and the questions raised by the 
applicants is whether the rates on their traffic are due and 
reasonable as compared with the lower rates on like traffic to 
and from Burton. Tne chief points of difference are in the 
amount of the rates, the computations of weight for the 
articles of malt and barley, and the mode of charging for con- 
signments. not exceeding 500ibs. in weight. 

As instances of rates on traffic inwards, Thrapstone to 
Newark and Bedford to Burton are each a distance of 
seventy-eight miles; bat the rate for malt and barley 
(stations to stations) to Newark is 103., and to Barton to 
the premises of the brewers, Ss. 6d. Cambridge to Newark 
is 116 miles, and to Burton 103. The rate to Newark is 
12s. 6d., to Burton 103, 7d. It must be observed also, as 
regards the rates to and from Burton, that they are the 
published rates, and that, as already explained, the Burton 
rates, as published, are in excess of the net rates by 4$d. 
per ton. 

It is not contended on the part of the railway company 
that it is any answer to a complaint of ineqaality of 
charge that the traffic favoured and the traflic prejudiced 
are not in the same locality; and, assuming that there is a 
competition of interests, and that circumstances in other 
respects are not dissimilar, the traffic of two localities, both 
on the same system of railways, but it may be ata distance 
from each other (and Newark is forty miles from Barton), 
is as much within the Railway and Canal Traffic Act of 
1854 as the traffic of two or more individuals in the same 
locality is. This was, in effeot, decided in Nicholson v. 
Great Western Railway Company (5 C. B. N, 8. 366). That 
was @ complaint that the railway company fae an undue 
preference to the coal traffic of the Ruabon Company, 
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North Wales, upon their line, as against the coal traffic of 
the coal owners of the Forest of Dean, and the court said 
in their judgment, ‘‘If we could see clearly that a scale 
of charges with reference to distance bad been framed with 
@ view to and having the effect of favouring the Ruabon 
coal traffic and prejudicing the Forest of Dean coal 
traffic, we should hold it to be an undue prejudice 
within -the Act in accordance with the decision in 
Re Ransome.” The case of Ransome vy. Eastern Counties 
Railway Company (29 L. J. C. P. 329) was a complaint of 
a similar kind—namely, that the railway company carried 
coals from Peterborongh at a Jower rate than they charged 
for carrying coals from Ipswich to various places on their 
line, and the court granted an injunction that they should 
carry coals from Ipswich on equal terms with coals from 
Peterborough, having due regard to the circumstancer, if 
any, which rendered the costs of conveying in one case 
less than the costs for conveyance in the other. The only 
grounds on which the Midland Company claim to be 
justified in the difference they make between Burton and 
Newark in rates for carriage are—(1) the inequality in 
the quantity of the traffic of the two places; (2) the very 
different conditions under which the traffic is kanded over 
to them at the two places ; and (3) tLe greater weight per 
truck and the longer distance traversed in the case of 
Burton traffic as compared with Newark. The total 
weight of Burton traffic in and out dealt with by the 
Midland Company in the year ending 3lst of May last was 
594,000 tons, and of Newark traffic 85,000 tons. 

The conveyance of large and small quantities does not 
cause the same relative amonnt of trouble or expense. The 
bulk of the beer from Burton is worked away in full train 
loads, and the heavier average Joad per wagon is from 45 
to 50 owt. per truck, as against 15 owt. in the case of 
Newark. Half the quantity of beer from Newark goes in 
Consignments under 500 !bs. in weight, and the proportion 
of light loads to full trucks is increased accordingly. 
There is no complaint that the Newark rates for beer in 
casks are andne or unreasonable otherwise than relatively 
to the Barton rates, and, before we can find that the 
company have contravened the Railway and Canal 
Treffic Act, we must be satisfied they have no such 
special advantages from the Burton traffic as to justify 
them in carrying it at reduced rates. But the con- 
siderations to which we have adverted satisfy us that 
beer from Barton is carried more cheaply than from 
Newark to an extent sofficient to warrant us in declin- 
ing to say that the rates at which it is carried are 
lower as compared with cost of carrying than the rates 
that the company charge at Newark for the same kind of 
traffic, and that the difference complained of in the rates 
for carrisge of beer is not justified. We must, however, 
make ap exception as to consignments of beer under 500 
Ibe. in weight. We see no sovfficient reason for small 
consignments of beer from Burton being charged according 
to the rate per ton, and from Newark according to the 
seale for small packages. We are of opinion that if all 
Bourton consignments, whether below or above 500 Ibs. in 
weight, are charged at the tonnage rate, the Newark rates 
per ton should be similarly applied. 

We are of opinion, also, that the considerations which 
justify the company in carrying beer from Burton at less 
rates than from Newark are not equally applicable to articles 
consigned to these places, and that we ought to require the 
company to carry malt, barley, and hops to Newark on 
equal terms with the like traffic to Burton. These observa- 
tions have reference only to the local rates of the Midland 
Company. ‘Through rates are governed and affected by a 
different clase of considerations, the several companies 
interested in them are not at present before us, and we do 
not mean in any way to prejudice or interfere with them. 
Bottled beer is carried from Burton at the rate of ale in 
bulk; at Newark the bottled rates are considerably in excess 
of the cask rate. Snch advantage in favour of Burton does 
not, for the reasons to which we have referred in connection 
With the rates on beer in eask, appear to usto amount toa 
contravention of the Traffic Act. Bat it is further alleged, 
aud not challenged, that if beer is sent from Barton in cask 
to any place where Burton brewers have an agency and is 
there , and the beer so bottled is afterwards con- 
signed from that place to any station on the Midland 
a it also is conveyed at the Burton rate for ale in 











We are of opinion that such an extension of the Burton 
rates is an undue preference of the Burton trade and should 
not be continued. 

As each side has succeeded upon a material part of the 
case, we think that justice will best be done by making no 
order as to costs, 

Solicitors for the applicants, Chester, Mayhew, Broome, & 
Griffiths, for Richardson & Marshall, Bolton. 

— for the respondents, Beale, Marigold, Beale, &- 
roves. 





DORCHESTER COUNTY COURT, 
(Before Mr. Serjeant Tinpat ArKinson, Judge.) 
Aug. 9.—Ezx parte Denman, In re Foot. 
Act of bankruptcy—Bills of Sale Act, 1878, s. 8—Consideration 
—Statement—Fraudulent preference. 

His Honour, who had reserved the judgment in this case,, 
said :—The creditors’ trustee in these proceedings of liquida. 
tion by arrangement, Thomas Isaac Denman, seeks to set. 
aside a bill of sale given by the debtor to three creditors, 
The two grounds on which it is songht to impeach the valid.. 
ity of the deed are, first, that it is fraudulent and void as 
against other creditors, it being an assignment substantially: 
of the whole of the debtor’s estate, and an act of bankruptcy ;. 
and, second, thatit is also fraudulent and void, inasmuch ag. 
the consideration for which the bill of sale was given is not 
truly stated as required by the Bills of Sale Act, 1878, sece 
tion 8. The facts,-so far as they are necessary for the deci- 
sion in this case, are that the debtor, Herbert William Foot, 
has for some years carried on the business of a farmer at 
Glanvilles Wootton, in Dorset. His farm comprised nearly: 
400 acres at a rental of £700 a year, and was ‘principally 
cultivated by him for dairy purposes. Atthe beginning of 
October, 1880, the debtor being in arrear with his laadlord,. 
a distress for £594 was put in upon his farming stock, 
which comprised at that time upwards of eighty cows anda 
number of other cattle. It does not appear when this took 
place that any other creditor was pressing for payment. 
so that it could be said that, beyond this distress for 
rent, the debtor was in embarrassed circumstances. To- 
relieve him- self from the landlord’s claim the debtor 
applied to Barwell Bennett and Phillip Foot for 
assistance, and through their influence with the bank 
of Messrs, Eliot, Pearce, & Co., an immediate advance of 
£300 was procured, at that time it being believed that by the 
payment of this sum the landlord would withdraw from the: 
distress and give time for the payment of the remaining 
balance. This, however, after receiving the £300, the lands 
lord refused to do ; and it became necessary again to have 
recourse to the bank, and a farther advance was procured of 
£319, The repayment to the bank of the whole sum 
advanced, £619, was secured by a guarantee given by Bar- 
well Bennett and Phillip Foot. Thisdocument is dated the 
13th of October, 1880 ; and in it they severally and jointly 
guarantee any advance the bank bad made or might make to 
Herbert William Foot, or for which he then was, or might at 
any time be, accountable on his current account or otherwise. 
The first payment of £300 to the debtor was made by the 
bank on the day following the date of the guarantee— 
namely, the 14th of October ; and the second advance of 
£319 on the 22nd. The bili of sale, the subject of the 
present inquiry, was given the following day, the 23rd. At 
the time it was executed the grantor stood with relation t 
his indebtedness to the three grantees in this position. 
his uncle, Barwell Bennett, he owed a past debt of £14 for 
money advanced sometime before to pay a premium dueon 
a life policy, and he was also liable for the grantor as@ 
surety to the bank of Eliot & Co. for a loan of £200 advanced 
some years before, and be was further contingently liable for 
the late advance of £619. ‘To the second grantee, Phi 
Foot, the brother, he was indebted in a sum of £260 lent 
1875, and also in £40 for arick of bay soldin the same year. 
Theaccumulated interest on the loan of £60, and the com 
interest charged on the £40 due on the rick of hay, for the pay 
ment of which compound interest I find no agreement & 
promise was ever made by the grantor, make up a total & 
past debts to Phillip Foot of £365, and he was also com 
tingently liable at the time of exeouting the bill of sale ae8 
surety to the bank for £612. With regard to the gra’ 4 
sister, Rebecca Burch, the third grantee, she in Jane, 187% 
lent the grantor £400 at four per cent., which sum wae 
unpaid at the time the bill of was executed. 
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nob requested the two other grantees, at whose instance she 
had been made a. party to the deed, to make her such 
y, and her name was used asa grantee without her 
ld or previous assent, The bill of sale having 
peen thus given on the 23rd of October, nothing was done 
ander it until the 1st of December, when, as it alleged by the 
grantees, hearing that other creditors had been pressing 
for payment and that a distress was likely to issue for 
arrears of tithes, a demand was then made by them for 
the payment of the secured sum of £1,636, and upon a 
statement made by the grantor that he was unable to 
pay, they entered under the bill of sale and removed the 
whole of the farming stocx, among which were eighty-four 
dairy cows and a number of other cattle, leaving five horses 
upon the farm, one of which was subsequently sold by the 
grantor, and the remaining four removed from the farm 
on the morning of the sale, the 14th of December, and 
gold with the other stock. The amount realized at the 
gale was £1,559. On the llth of December, the debtor 
filed his petition in liquidation; and on the 29th the 
resent trustee was appointed. The unsecured debts 
amount to £679, with no available assets to meet them. 
No books containing an account of his dealings or payments 
have been kept by the debtor, his practice being to 
enter them fat the time in a small pocket-book, and 
when it was fall to destroy it. The bill of sale is in the 
usval form, and purports to have been made on the 23rd 
of October, 1880, between Herbert William Foot, the mort- 
gagee of one part, ard Barwell Bennett, Phillip Foot, and 
Rebecca Burch, the mortgagees of the other part, and recites 
that the mortgagor is indebted to the mortgagees respec- 
tively in sums amounting to £1,019, and as to the share of 
Rebecca Barch in that amount for her sole and separate use ; 
that the landlord of the mortgagor has recently distrained 
upon the stock and effects of the mortgagor for £594 8s. 6d., 
and £25 3s, 6d., the costsof the distress, amounting in the 
whole to £619 12s, ; that the mortgegor has requested the 
mortgagees to pay out the distress or advance to the 
mortgagor the sum of £619 12s, 6d. for that purpose, 
which the mortgagees have agreed to do upon having the 
security hereinafter contained for as well the said sum of 
41,019, as for the saia sum of £619 12s. now advanced, 
which the mortgagor agreed to give, and the mortgagees 
have in pursuance of the said agreement paid to the agent of 
the said landlord the sum of £619 12s. in full discharge of 
the said distress, and the said landlord has withdrawo from 
possession of the said stock and effects in pursuance of the 
said sum, and on consideration of the said sum of £1,019, 
and agreement of the further sum of £619 12s. now ad- 
to the mortgagor by the mortgagees, he covenants to 

pay the sum secured on demand, and for the consideration 
stated assigns to the mortgagees all his crops of grain now 
growing, or which may hereafter be found upon bis farm, 
and all horses, cows, cattle, carts, farming utensils, hay, 
straw, and other effects whatsoever which now are or shall 
at any time hereafter, during the tenancy of the mortgagor, 
be upon the farm. Upon these facts Mr. Trevor Davies 
contends, in the first instance, that the bill of sale in ques- 
tion is fraudulent and void as against the trastee, it having 
been given to secure a past debt, and, by conveying 
the whole of the debtor’s goods without any equivalent, 
Constitutes an act of bankruptcy. In considering this 
question I am relieved from any difficulty as to the debtor 
hot being a trader by the case of Ex parte Luckes, In re 
Wood (42 L. J. Bkoy. 21), in which it was held that, if there 
been an assignment of all a debtor’s available property 

08 creditor to secure @ past debt, it is an act of bank- 
Tptoy, whether the debtor is a trader or not. No doubt 
fact of parting with the whole of a man’s available 
rty to secure a past debt will not constitute an act 

Of bankroptcy if an advance is made by the oreditor in 
800d faith, and with the intention of enabliog the debtor 
Woarry on his business, and his affairs at the time that 
Mich advance is made not being in such an embarrassed 
as to exclude the reasonable belief that the advance 

0 made will be sufficient to prevent bankruptoy. But in 
the present case, at the very outset of the inquiry, a 
Question arises upon the facts proved—namely, was there 
Sreal money advance made at all by two of the guaran- 
P for as to the third, Rebeoca Buroh, it is not pre- 
that she was directly or indirectly tho means, by 

ing a seourity or otherwise, of obtaining the £619 

the bank, aud ao far, therefore, aa she is concerned, 





her debt of £400 is, without request or pressure on her 
part, secured by the transfer of the debtor’s property 
described in the bill of sale, and it is in my opinion, 
so far as She is concerned with the bill of sale, a frauda- 
lent preference under the 92nd section of the Bankruptey 
Act, 1869. With regard to Barwell Bennett and Phillip, 
Foot, the facts show that what was really procured in the 
shape of a money advance to the debtor from the bank 
was made by the bank to him, the inducement for granting 
the loan being his personal liability for the repayment of the 
money, the ultimate repayment being secured by the 
—* of Barwell Bennett and Phillip Foot. Their 
iability was, therefore, contingent upon the non-payment 
of the £612 by the borrower. Toere is authority for 
holding that a surety does not become a creditor of the 
principal debtor merely by force of the relation between 
them, although the surety may have made himself liable 
absolutely to the creditor, and the debtor may have 
undertaken to indemnify him. Until the surety has 
actually paid the money his liability is only - contingent 
and uncertain, and hence, under the earlier bankrupt 
laws, unless the surety had actually paid the debt before 
the bankruptcy of the principal he could not prove under 
the bankruptcy (Robson’s Bankruptcy, 215, and the cases 
there cited). I find no proof in the case before me of any 
agreement between the grantees and the grantor that the 
bill of sale was to be given in consideration of their be- 
coming liable to the bank for the £919. It is treated 
throughout by the three grantees as an absolute advance 
made by them jointly out of their own moneys. Even 
had the real fact been stated in the deed, it has been held 
that a transaction whereby the property is conveyed to 
secure a surety against liabilities which he had incurred to 
the particular creditors who may come in, when such surety 
surety can stop the trade at any moment, is not @ case in 
which the bankrupt receives an equivalent which he can 
deal with in carrying on his trade if he chooses (per Lord. 
Campbell, C.J., Leake v. Young, 5 Ellis and Blackbarn, 
965). Had the objection to the bill of sale stood alone upon 
the contention that it became void by the fraudulent pre- 
ference given to the past debt of Rebecca Burch, I should 
have had no hesitation in finding the deed wholly invalid 
within the 92nd section of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
But, apart from this, looking at all the surrounding facts, 
I cannot come to any other conclusion than that the sole 
object of the two other grantees, Barwell Bennett and 
Phillip Foot, in making themselves parties to procuring 
the £619 was to obtain, by means of the bill of sale, the 
possession of the whole of the debtor’s estate for one 
purpose only—namely, to pay themselves the debts owing 
to them, having at the time no intention of enabling the 
debtor to carry on bis business, or, on the other band, was 
there any intention on the part of the debtor to do so. 
I have carefully considered the numerous authorities 
which the research and industry of Mr. Fossett Lock, the 
counsel for the grantees, and Mr. Trevor Davies, the 
solicitor for the trustee, have brought before me in the 
course of their able and elaborate arguments in this case, 
and have been mainly governed in my decision by the cases 
of Ex parte Greener, In re Vane (43 L. J. Bkey. 76), 
and Ex parte Ellis, In re Ellis (L. R. 2 Ch, D. 798), 
in which the rule is stated to be, not whether a further 
advance is great or small, but whether there was 
a bond “de intention of carrying on the business, the 
late Lord Justice James observing in the former case, 
“«Tt was strange that they intended him to carry on his 
business when they put all their debts into a bill of sale, 
and within one month take all his property.” I find, as I 
have stated, that no intention of carryitig oa the business 
existed in the minds of any of the parties at the time the 
bill of sale was given, and on these grounds and the 
authorities cited I hold that the trustee must eucoeed 
upon the first motion—namely, that the Dill of sale, the 
subject of this inquiry, is fraudulent and void, and an act 
of bankraptey. With regard to the remaining contention, 
that the bill of sale is invalidon the ground that the 
recitals are not true in substance, and that the considera. 
tion for which it was given ie not truly stated, as required 
by the Bills of Sale Act, 1878, the faots upon which my 
decision has been given on the firat motion are mainly the 
same as in the second. The Sth seotion enacts that the 
bill of sale shall traly eet forth the consideration for which 
it was given ; that is, that it muat be described according 
to the real facts, and must not be misleadiog, [ am of 
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opinion that the third recital set out in the former part of 
this jadgment, which alleges that the grantor requested 
“the grantees to pay out the distress or to advance the sum 
-of £619 12s. for the purpose of paying out the distress, 
upon having the security provided in the deed for as well 
‘the sum of £1,019 as the £619 12s. then advanced, is 
not true—in fact, no request was ever made at any stage 
-of the proceedings to one, at least, of the three mortgagees 
—namely, Rebecca Burch—to advance or become a party 
to the advance of £619 alleged to be jointly advanced to the 
.grantor. As far, therefore, as this recital is concerned, it 
does not state the fact, and is misleading. Bat the more 
important feature of this part of the case arises upon the 
statement of the consideration. The deed sets out thatin 
pursuance; of the said agreement, and in consideration of 
the sum of £1,019 so owing from the grantor, and cf the 
further eum of £619 12s. now advanced by the grantees, 
the grantor transfers all his arming stock and effects, as 
well present as future. The first observation that occurs 
in this place is what were the facts as to the £619 said to 
be “now advanced.” I have already pointed ont that the 
written guarantee of the two grantees, Barwell Bennett 
and Phillip Foot, given by them to the bank on the 13th of 
October to secare the repayment of the £619 was money 
not advanced by the bank to them, but by the terms of the 
document to the grantor, Herbert William Foot. This 
document speaks for itself; it creates a liability on the 
“borrower to repay the sum borrowed, and an obligation 
upon the sureties to pay in the event of his failure to do 
0, The statement that the £619 was advanced by the three 
grantees was under no possible circumstances true in fact. 
It was not true as regards Rebecca Burch being a party to 
any advance, and not true as regards the two others, the 
zmoney having been borrowed from the bank by the grantor 
himself. The reason stated in the earlier part of my judg- 
ment for pronouncing the bill of sale fraudulent ‘and void 
apply with equal force to this part of the case, and itis not 
necessary to add anything more. The question raised on 
the second motion is one of fact and construction—namely, 
is the consideration truly set out when it states that the 
equivalent for the bill of sale was given to secure the pay- 
anents of past debts, was the money then advanced by the 
three grantees, ‘jointly, when in truth, if advanced at all, 
it was by two of them only, or can it be said to be 
truly stated that it was money advanced by the grantees, 
when, if anything, it was procured by them from a third 
party by means of their having become sureties forits due 
repayment, and becoming a debt to them on the part of the 
borrower by their discharging their liability to the bank by 
payment? Construing the statement of the consideration 
Stated in the bill of sale by the surrounding facts requisite 
to support it, 1 can come to no other conclusion than that 
it is not truly set out, and that this is one of the cases the 
anischief of which it was the object of the statute to prevent. 
On toth grounds, therefore, on which the trustee bas 
amoved to set this bill aside, I bold that he must succeed, 
and the costes of the application must follow the decision. 
Trevor Davies, Sherborne, for the trustee. 
EB. Fossett Lock, barrister, for the grantees. 








OBITUARY. 


THE RIGHT HON. JOHN PARKER. 


The Right Hon. John Parker, barrister, died, at his 
zesidence in Onslow-square, on the 5:h inst., in his eighty- 
second year. The deceased was the son of the late Mr. 
Hagh Parker, of TickhilJ, Yorkshire, and was born in 
1799. He was educated at Repton School and at Brasenose 
College, Oxford, where he tock the usual degrees. He was 
called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 1824, and he was for 
geveral years » member of the Northern Circuit. He was 
elected M.P, for the borough of Sheffield in the Liberal 
interest in 1432, and he held the seat till the general 
election of 1852, when he was an unsuccessful candidate, 
He was « lord of the Treasary from 1426 till 1841, and he 
wes secretary to the Admiralty for » few months daring 
the latter year. Ho wae financial secretary to the Treasury 
from 1646 tll 1549, when he again became secretary to 
the Admiralty, and he held the latter office till the fall of 





Lord John Russell’s Ministry in 1852. After his defeay 
at Sheffield, Mr. Parker retired from political life, but he 


was sworn a member of the Privy Council in 1853. He i 
was & magistrate for the East Riding of Yorkshire, and 
he was married in 1836 to the daughter of Mr. Georgs 


Vernon, of Clontarf Castle, Dablin. 


MR. JOHN HILL BURTON, LL.D. 


Mr. John Hill Burton, advocate, LL.D., died at hig 
residence at Edinburgh on the 10th ult. The deceased wag 
the son of an officer in the 94tb Regiment, and was born 
at Aberdeen in 1809. He was educated at Marischal 
College, Aberdeen, and he was admitted a member of the 
Faculty of Advocates in Scotland in 1831. He was the 
author of a “ Manual of the Law of Scotland,” which hag 
always occupied a high position as a text-book. In 1854 
he was appointed secretary to the Scottish Board of 
Prisons, and he was subsequently a ‘Commissioner of 
Prisons, bat he devoted most of his leisure time to 
literature. - His best-known books were his “History of 
Scotiand,”’ ‘* Reign of Queen Anne,” and “ Life of David 
Hume,” and he also contributed many lighter articles to 
Blackwood and cther publications. Mr. Burton ‘had 
received the degree of LL.D. from the University of 
Aberdeen. He was also an honorary D.C.L. of Oxford, 
and in 1867 he was appointed by the late Lord Gordon to 
the office of Historiographer Royal of Scotland. He was 
much beloved by a large circle of friends. 





LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Joseph Witi1au Curry, Q.C.,, M.P., has been 
appointed a Judge of the Chancery Division. Mr. Justice 
Chitty is the second son of the late Mr. Thomas Chitty, 
special pleader, and was born in 1828. He was educated at 
Eton and at Balliol College, Oxford; where he graduated 
first class in classics in 1851. He obtained the Vinerian 
Law Scholarship in 1852, and he was subsequently elected 
a fellow of Exeter College. He was stroke of the winni 
Oxford boat in the University race of 1852. He was call 
to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1856, and became 
a Queen’s Counsel in 1874, and he has been for several 
years a leader in the Rolls Court. Mr. Justice Chitty is 9 
bencher of Lincoln’s-inn, and he was for several years major 
in the Inns of Court Volunteers. He was elected M.P. 
for the city of Oxford, in the Liberal interest, at the general 
election of 1880. He is married to a daughter of the late 
Lord Cuief Baron, Sir Frrderick Pollock. 

Mr. JAmes Reprorp Butwer, Q.C., who has been elected 
M.P. for Cambridgeshire in the Conservative interest, on 
the resignation of Mr, Benjamin Bridges Hunter Rodwell, 
Q.C., is the eldest son of the Rev. James Bulwer, rector of 
Hunworth, Norfolk. He was born ia 1820, and he was 
educated at Trinity College, Cambridge, where he took the 
usual degrees. He was called to the bar at the Inner 
Temple in Hilary Term, 1847, and he became a Queen's 
Counsel in 1864. Ile was for several years leader of the 
Norfolk Circuit, but since the last re-arrangement of the 
assizes he has practised on the South-Hastern Circuit. Mr, 
Bulwer was recorder of Ipswich from 1861 till 1866, when he 
was appointed recorder of Cambridge. He was M.P. for 
Ipswich from 1874 till 1880, He is lieut.-colonel of the 
Inns'of Court Volunteers, and a bencher of the Inner Temple, 
having served the office of treasurer of that society last year, 
and he is common law editor of the Law Reports. 


Mr, Witu1am Joan Buury, solicitor, of 6, Tokenhonse- 
yard, and of Chelmsford and Waltham Abbey, has been ape 
pointed Clerk to the Stipendiary Magistrate at West Ham. 
Mr. Bruty is registrar of the Waltham Abbey County Court 
He was admitted a solicitor in 1862, and he is in partner 
ship with Mr, William Ward Duffield, 

Mr. Joun Givan, solicitor, M.P., who has been appointed 
an Assistant Commissioner under the Irish Land Act, is the 
son of Mr. Johu Givan, and was born in 1847. He was ad- 
mitted a solicitor at Dablin in 1870, and he was 
elected M.P. for the county of Monaghan, in tho Liberal 
interest, at the general election of 1880, 


Mr. Demis Gover, secretary to the Inland Navigation 
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Commission and Irish Church Commission, has been 

inted Secretary to the Irish Land Commission, in place 

. Morrogh O'Brien, who, at his own request, has 

been placed at the head of the department which will be 

more immediately connected with the purchasing of land by 

tants. Mr. Godley was private secretary to Lord Monck 
when Governor-General of Canada. 


Mr. Frepericr Grorce HInDLE, solicitor, of Darwen, 
pas been appointed Clerk to the new Borough Bench, ata 
glary of £350 per annum, with liberty of private practice. 
Yr. Hindle was admitted a solicitor in 1870. i 


Mr. Lzonarp Jerrery, solicitor, of Eastbourne, has 
been appointed Clerk to the Eastbourne Board of Guardians, 
Assesément Committee, and Rural Sanitary Authority, Mr. 
Jeffery was admitted a solicitor in 1879, 


Messrs. LANGHAM & Son, solicitors, of Uckfield and East- 
bourne, bave been appointed Joint Clerks to the Uckfield 
Local Board, and the Uckfield Burial Board. Mr. James 
George Langham was admitted a solicitor in 1845, and is 
clerk to the county magistrates at Uckfield and Hailsham. 
Mr. Edward Owen Langham was admitted a solicitor in 
1879. : 


“Mr. Epwarp Fatconer Lirron, Q.C., M.P., who has 
been appointed a Commissioner under the Irish Land Act, is 
the son of Mr. Daniel Litton, and was born in 1827. He 
was educated at Trinity College, Dublin. He was called to 
the Irish bar in 1849, and became a Queen’s Counsel in 
1874. He is a member of the Munster Circuit, and he was 
elected M.P. for the county of Tyrone, in the Liberal interest, 
at the general election of 1880. 


The Right Hon. James Lowruer, barrister, who has 
been elected M.P. for the Northern Division of Lincolnsbire, 
in the Conservative interest, is the second son of Sir Charles 
Hugh Lowther, baronet, and was born in 1840. He was 
educated at Westminster and at Trinity College, Cambridge, 
and he was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in 
Michaelmas Term, 1864, He was M.P. for the city of York 
from 1865 till the general election of 1880, and he is a 
magistrate and deputy-lieutenant for the North Riding of 
Yorkshire. Mr. Lowther was secretary to the Poor Law 
Board, from August till December, 1868, Under-Secretary of 
State for the Colonies from 1874 till 1878, and Chief Secre- 
taryfor Ireland from 1878 till 1880, He was created a 
Privy Councillor in 1878. 


Mr, Hanotp Srantey Map zs, solicitor, of Spalding, has 
been appointed Clerk to the County Magistrates at that 
lace, on the resignation of his father, Mr. Ashley Maples. 
rH. S. Maples is also clerk to the Spalding Board of 
Guardians. He was admitted a solicitor in 1873, and he is 
in partnership with his father. 


Mr, Witit1am Micxs has been appointed Assistant 
Secretary to the Irish Land Commission. 





DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS. 


Harry Hansen Barrows and Artaur Barrow ALLEN 
ym & Barrows), solicitors, Ellesmere, Salop, August 8. 

future the business will be carried on by the said Arthur 
Barrow Allen on his separate account, 


[ Gazette, September 2, 1881.] 


Joszrn Joun Morcan, Ropert Cuarces Ponsonsy, and 
MAS GEMMELL (Park Nelson, Morgan, Ponsonby, & 
Gammell), solicitors, 11, Essex-street, Strand. August 31. 
h John Morgan aod Thomas Gemmell will continue to 
Citry on business under the partnership style of Park Nel- 
ton, Morgan, & Gemmell, and Robert Charles Ponsonby 
it carry on business on his own account at 105, St. 

ge’s-road. 
Tiomas Epwarp TwispEN and Cuartes Lewes Parker, 

18, 60, Russell-square. September 1, 


[ Gazette, September 6, 1881. ] 











COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jornt Stock Companies, 
LritEp Iv CHANCERY. 

Arts Promotion Society, Limirep.— Petition for winding up, pre-- 
sented Aug 30, directed to be heard before the Vacation Judge at 
Rolls yd, Chancery lane, on Sept 14. Tibbitts and Son, Field ct 
Gray’s inn, solicitors for the petitioner 

Impgriat Union Assurancgk Company, Limitep.—Cave, J., has 
fixed Sept 13 at 11.30, at 10 Chancery lane, for the appointment of 
an official liquidator 

Liszr1a Correz Company, LimitEp.—By an order made by Cave, 
J., dated Aug 24, it was ordered that the company be wound up. 
Holland, St Swithin’s lane, King William st, solicitor for the pe- 
titioner 

Lomparp Loan anpD Investurnt Company, Liuurrep.—Caye, J., 
has by an order, dated Aug 2, appointed Mr. William Robertson, . 
40 Finsbury circus, to be official liquidatcr 

NortH-WEstzRN RatLway or Monts Vipz0 Company, Lrwirep.— 
Creditors are required, on or before Oct 10, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Edward John Davis and Fritz Berdhard Behr, 113 Cannon st. 
Nov 2 at 11.30 is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the 
debts and claims 

Wearmoutu Crown Grass Company, Luwitsp.—By an order mado 
by Cave, J., dated Aug 24, it was ordered that the voluntary 
winding up of the company be continued. Hickin, Serjeants’ 
inn, Fleet st, agent for Moore and Co, Sunderland, solicitors 
for the petitioner 

[ Gazette, Sept 2.1 

H, J. Ivory anp Company, Luwitrp.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Sept 3, directed to be heard before the Vacation Judge at 
Roll’s yard, on Sept 14. Beyfus and Beyfus, Lincola’s inn fields, 
solicitors for the petitioner 

MrFrorp Docks Company.—Petition for winding up, presented Sept 
2, directed to be heard before the Vacation Judge on Sept 14, 

hapman, London wall, solicitor for the petitioner 
Province oF Brescia Steam Tramway Company, Luwrtep.—By an 
order made by Cave, J., dated Aug 17, it was ordered that the 
voluntary winding up of the company be continued. Bellamy and 
Co, Bishopsgate st Within, solicitors for the petitioners 

PROVINCIAL Monetary Company, Liurrep.—Petition for winding 
up, presented Sept 6, directed to be heard before Kay, J., on Sep 
14. Kingsford and Co, Essex st, Strand, agents for Titley, Bath, 
solicitor for the petitioners 

RicHarp Rosssr, Son, anv Company, Liurrep.—Petition for wind 

ing up, presented Sept 5, directed to be heard before Cave, J. 
on Sept 14. Peacopp, South sq, Gray’s inn, agent for Thomas 
Neath, solicitor for the petitioner 

iGazetie, Sept. 6.] 


Untmirep rx CHANCERY. 

MIDDLEsBGROUGH, Repcar, SattTeuRN-BY-THE-Sra, anp CuEVE- 
LAND District PERMANENT BenerFit Burtpine Socrery.—By an 
order made by Cave, J., dated Aug 24, it was ordered that the 
seciety be wound up. Paterson and Co, solicitors for the peti- 


tioners i 
[ Gazette, Sept. 2.] 





= 





CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 
Aton, Jonny, Marlpool, Derby, Cordwainer. Oct 1, Woodhouse v 
Alton, M.R. Heath, Derby 
Brixr, Joun, Booth Town, Halifax, Coal.Merchant. Sept5. Brier 
v Evison, District Registrar, Halifax. Rhodes, Halifax 
[ Gazette, Aug =] 
HkELiEWwELEL, Freperick, Park village East, Regent's pk, India. 
Rubber Manufacturer. Sept 29. Mills v Mills, Thegistrer, Liver- 
pool 
WitHsrpen, Etrzangtn, The Paragon, Hackney. Oct 10. Brandon 
v Witherden, V.C. Hall. Voss, Vestry Hall, Bethnal Green 
[ Gazette, Aug. 30.] 





CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 25. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM, 


Asuury, Jacon, Wick, Gloucester, Surgeon. Oct 1. Trenfield, 
Chipping Sodbury 
Brexstt, Jonatwan, Louth, Lincoln, Wine Merchant. Oct® Bel 


and Ingoldby, Louth 

a osErn, Stanwell, Gent. Oct 8. Rhodes and Son, Chancery 
ane 

Brunspon, Cuarpas, Caversham, Oxford, Plumber, Aug 31, Creed, 
Reading 

Cuarkr, Wrunram, Biddenham, Bedford, retired Dairyman, Sept 2a, 
Tatton, Lower Phillimore pl, Kensington 

Crawsuaw, Haney, Gower pl, Ruston rd, Surgeon Dentist, Oct 1. 
Tempany, Bedford row 

DeMatnk, Groner, Dribloy, nr Barden, York, Yeoman. Sept 2. 
Robinson, Skipton 

Draxerorn, Frances, Catford, Kent. Oct 29. Wordsworth and Qo, 
Threadneedle st 

Dvn, Groner, Bristol, Gent, Oct 17. Harrington and Co, Briste? 

Dvanine, Wittram, Much Woolton, Lancaster, Ootton Broker, Seps 
20. Thorneley and Dismore, Liverpool 

Kuwtry, Ronkert Bare, Oriental Club, Hanover sq, Bsq. Sept 24, 

Oliver, Corbet ot, Gracechurch at 
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Howarp, Grace, Leeds. Oct 1. Dunning and Co, Leeds 
Hveugs, Witt1aM, Drury lane, Ironmonger, Sept 20. Lovett and 
Co, King William st 
Jackson, JosEPH, sen., Nether Knutsford, Chester, Draper. Sept 
30. Sedgley and Co, Knutsford Ne 
LETHBRIDGE, Constantine Vawp8yx, Whitchurch, Devon, Gent. 
Sept 19. Church and Co, Bedford row 
LETHBRIDGE, Mary Janz, Whitchurch, Devon. Sept 19, Uhurch 
aad Co, Bedford row 
ne Se Lzrirra, Queen sq, Bath. Sept 17. Robertson 
and Maule, i 
Merson, Davip, Throgmorton st, Stockbroker. Sept 19. Gibb, 
Fenchurch avenue 
Mitts, Jossrx, East India rd, Poplar, Cooper. Oct 1. Lovell and 
Co, G-ay’s inn s' : ; 
Paes, THoMAs, Pper Winckendon, Buckingham, Wheelwright. 
Sept 29. Fell, Aylesbury : 
PrexErine, CHARLES Witt1aM Harrison, New Brighton, Chester, 
Merchant. Sept 30. Simpson and North, Liverpool 
PorHam, Frances Mary, Chailey, Sussex. Sept 30. Ingram and 
Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
RrpenaLen, James, Liscard, Chester, Contractor, Oct 1. Gardner 
and Smith, Liverpool 
Sawpers, Samvet, Bletchingley, Surrey, Gent. Sept 23. Head 
and Sons, East Grinstead 
Scorr, Henry Leman, New Park terrace, Brixton hill, Draper. 
Oct 1. Amoore, Sloane st 
"Taytor, Evizanern, Kendal, Westmoreland. Oct 8. 
and Wilson, Kendal 
Tompson, Ann, Camberwell rd, Surrey. Oct 6. Phelps and Co, 
Gresham st 
Townsexp, Tomas, Bridlington Quay, York, Hotel Manager. 
Oct 1. Tate and Cook, Scarborough 
Wixxwortn, Frepericx, Huntley st, Tottenbam et rd,Gent. Sept 
19, Jarvis and Triscott, Chancery lane 
Wrrrzy, Jonny, Matthias rd, South Hornsey, Builder. Sept 30. 
Evans, Clarence pl, Clapton sq 
Wiseman, THomas, Burnley, Lancaster, Joiner. Oct 31. 


Burnley 
[ Gazette, Aug. 23.] 
Aytrozvs, Joxy, Lozells, nr Birmingham, Gent. Oct3. Jelf, Bir- 


Thomson 


Knowles, 


mingham 

Bares, Witt14m, Brushfield st, Spitalfields, Coffee house Keeper. 
Oct 1. King, North buildings, Finsbury circus 

Betsy, Rrcnarp, Newcastle upon Tyne, Corn Merchant. Nov 1. 
Joel, Newcastle upon Tyne , 

“Crane, Joun, Bodmin, Cornwall, Wine Merchant. Decl. Wilson, 
Plymouth 

Davis, Sopn1a Exizasetu, Sydenham, Kent, Oct 25. Asprey, 
Furnival’s inn 

Day, Witt, Leigh, Worcester, Farmer. Oct 20. Pidcock and 
Sons, Worcester 


Der, Saran Cornetivs, Handsworth, Stafford. Sept14. Jaques, 
18, Temple row, Birmingham 
Guyxincuam, Ricuarp, Swansea, Commercial Traveller. Sept 24. 


Brittans and Co, Bristol 

Harrison, Joun, Royal Hospital, Chelsea. Oct 1. Ullithorne and 
Co, Field ct, Gray’s inn 

Harvey, Joun, South Benfleet, Essex, Farmer. 
Rochford 

Horwoop, Atrrep Jouy, Hanover st, Peckham, Barrister-at-Law. 
Sept 29. Hewlett, Raymond bldgs, Gray’s inn 

Hunt, Cnartes, Odcombe, Somerset. Oct 1. 
Clement’s inn 

Kryver, Joun, Great Budworth, Chester, Gent. 
Co, Warrington 

MacLzop, Dame Henrietta, Norfolk crescent, Hyde pk. Oct 24. 
Rhodes and Son, Chancery lane 

McIxtosu, Davin, Romford, Essex, Esq. Oct 31, 
Gresham house 


Sept 29. Gregson, 


Newman and Co, 


Oct 15. Jeansand 


Paines and Co, 


Pact, Wi1i11AmM, Blomfield st, Paddington, Esq. Sept 30. Jack- 
son and Wright, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Putter, Emtty Gives, Harley st. Sept 30. Clabon, Great George 


st, Westminster 


Quick, James Branwan, Bridge rd, Haverstock Hill, Esq. Nov 1. 
Clarke and Calkin, Raymond buildings, Gray’s inn 

Roperts, Mary, Bath. Oct 29. Stone and Co, Bath 

Stattarp, Joux, East Harptree, Somerset, Yeoman. Sept 20. 
Rees-Mogg and Davy, Temple Clond, nr Bristol 

Tennant, James, Carlton, Coverham, York, Gent. Sept 30. Top- 


ham and Burrill, Middleham 

Trovexrtox, Rev Tnomas, Ashton upon Ribble, Lancaster, Clerk in 
Holy Orders. Oct 20. Winder, Preston 

Wairmarsu, WiiitAm Bunt, Chippenham, Wilts, Coroner. Sept 20. 
Collins and Son, Bath 

Wiiuseton, Francis, Tamworth, Warwick, Esq. Nov 1. 
and Sons, Tamworth 

Wistrer, Axtuony, Tuxford, Nottingham, Farmer. 
Marshall, Kast Retford 

Yares, James, Birmingham, Manufacturer, Oct 10, 


mingham 
[ Gazette, Aug. 26.] 
Aprteton, Jonatnan, Hulme, Manchester, Stone Mason. Oct 29. 
Walley, Manchester 
Oct 15, Wilde and Co, 


Atxissox, Evwanp, Lee, Kent, Esq. 
‘ College = B 

Amwes, Danren yde, Isle of Wight, Hotel Keeper. Oct 1. 

Fardell, Ryde ee a a 
Barrett, Jous, Bath, Surgeon, Sept 29. Simmons and Co, Bath 
Beerensuaw, Joux, Bolton, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. Oct 15. 

Taylor and Sons, Bolton 

Sept 15. Francillon, 


Broxsome, Maxx Cazourmwa, Cheltenham. 
— Manoaner, Newington, York. Oct3, Walker and Spink, 
a 


Argyle 
Nov 1, 


Pointen, Bir- 


Dursley 


Dasiett, Avexrert, Saltash, Cornwall, a Lieutenant in Her Majesty's 
Re giment, Son 


Sept 19. Cleverton and 

















Farrn, James Gronrcs, Stratford, Essex, Corn Merchant. Sept 

John William Curling, 742, Old Kent rd 

GamBLEs, ELIZABETH, Horncastle, Lincoln, Oct8, Guest, Mam 
chester ae 

Grant, MarrH, Gloucester pl, Portman sq. Oct1l, Walker and 
Co, Theobald’s rd, Gray’s inn ii 

Inwoop, Henry Sarcsson, Howard rd, South Hornsey, Publican, | 
Sept 30. Howard and Shelton, Threadneedle st ie 

Lewis, Cares, Kingston upon Hull, Oil Merchant, Oct 1%, 
Rollit and Sons, Kingston upon Hull 

McFartanz, Joun, Gateshead, Durham, Retired Labourer. Oct, 
Brewis Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 

McMrxn, THomas, Moss Side, Manchester. Nov 30. Storer and 
Lloyd, Manchester 

Minor, Witt1am, High Ercall, Salop, Farmer, Oct 11. Minor, 
Manchester 

Morr, Jomw Macraz, King Henry’s rd, South Hampstead, Barrister 
at Law, Sept 30. Churchill, Clement’s inn, Strand 

Mornrison, Joun, Tynemouth, Northumberland, Ship Owner. Noy 

4 ngledew and Daggett, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Perriz, MarGareEt, Gloucester terrace, Kensington. Oct 1. Collyer 
Bristow and Co, Bedford row 

Rupes, Witt1am Newtanp, South Audley st, Grosvenor sq, Stock 
and Share Dealer. Oct 1. Morley and Shirreff, Palmerston bldgs, 
Old Broad st 

Taytor, Josep Wittt1aM, Boston villas, Richmond, Wine Merchant, 
Oct 1. Child, Paul’s Bakehouse ct, Doctors’ Commons 

TownenD, James Hamitton, Lime st, Esq. Oct17. Sawhbridge, 
Milk st, Cheapside 

Waeyer, Lupwie Tazroporr, Lower Seymour st, Merchant. Og 
15. Hartmann, Queen’s rd, Finsbury pk 

Wuirtrrexp, Ann, Gower st, Bedford sq. Oct1. Sismey, Serjeant’s 
inn, Fleet st 

Wyatt, Mary Anne, Addison rd, Kensington. Nov1. Marston 
and Sons, Ludlow 

Wvup, Mary Saran, Studley rd, Stockwell. Oct15. Withall and 
Co, Great George st, Westminster 

: [ Gazette, Aug 30.] 
















SOLICITORS’ REMUNERATION 
ACT, 1881. 
CHAPTER 44. 


Aw Act for making better provision respecting the Rema 

neration of Solicitors in Conveyancing and other non-contem 

tious Business, (22nd August, 1881] 
Be it enacted, &e. : 












Preliminary. 

1. Short title ; extent ; interpretation—29 & 30 Vict. c. 84] 
(1.) This Act may be cited as the Solicitors Remuneration 
Act, 1881. 

(2.) This Act does not extend to Scotland. 

(3). In this Act— 

“¢ Solicitor” means a solicitor or proctor qualified according 

the statutes in that behalf : 

“Client” inclades any person who, asa principal, or 0 
behalf of another, or as trustee or executor, or in any 
other capacity, has power, express or implied, # 
retain or employ, and retains or employs, or is about 
to retain or employ, a solicitor, and any person for the 
time being liable to pay to a solicitor, for his services, 
any costs, remuneration, charges, expenses, or dif 
bursements : 

“ Person ” includes a body of persons corporate or unit 
corporate : 

“Incorporated Law Society” means, in England, the 
society referred to under that title in the Act 
in the session of the twenty-third and twenty-fourth 
years of Her Majesty's reign, intituled “An Act 
amend the Laws relating to Attorneys, Solicitom, 
Proctors, and Certificated Conveyancers’’; and, if 
Ireland, the society referred to under that title in the 
Attorneys and Solicitors Act, Ireland, 1866: 

** Provincial law societies or associations’ means all bodies 
of solicitors in England incorporated by 
Charter, or under the Joint Stock Companies At 
a, than the Incorporated Law Society above mat 

oned. 






























General Orders. 
2, Power to make General Orders for remuneration in ci 
veyancing, ¥c.] In England the Lord Chancellor, the 
Chief Justice of England, the Master of the Rolls, and tht 
president for the time being of the Incorporated Law Sociétf; 
and the president of one of the provincial law societies 
associations, tobe selected and nominated from time to t 
by the Lord Chancellor to serve during the tenure of off 














of such president, or we three of them, the Lord 
cellor being one, and, in Ireland the Lord Chancellor, & 
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Lord Chief Jastice of Ireland, the Master of the Rolls, and 
the president for the time being of the Incorporated Law 


ociety, or avy three of them, the Lord Chancellor being one, 
may from time to time make any such General Order as to 

seems fit for prescribing and regulating the remu- 
peration of solicitors in respect of busivess connected with 
gales, purchaser, leases, mortgages, settlements, and other 
matters of conveyancing, and in respect of other business 
not being business in any action, or transacted in any Court, 
orin the Chambers of any Judge or Master, and not being 
otherwise contentious business, and may revoke or alter any 
ach Order. 


3. Communication to Incorporated Law Society.] One 
month at least beforeany such General Order shall be made, 
the Lord Chancellor shall cause a copy of the regulations 
and provisions proposed to be embodied therein to be com- 
monicated in writing to the Council of the Incorporated 
Law Society, who shall be at liberty to submit such observa- 
tions and suggestions in writing as they may think fit to 
offer thereon ; and the Lord Chancellor, and the other per- 
sons hereby authorised to make such Order, shall take into 
consideration any such observations or suggestions which 
may be submitted to them by the said Council within one 
month from the day on which such communication to the 
éaid Council shall have been made as aforesaid, and, after 
duly considering the same, may make such Order, either in 
the form or to the effect originally communicated to the said 
Council, or with such alterations, additions, or amendments, 
as to them may seem fit. 


4. Principles of remuneration.] Any General Order under 
this Act may, as regards the mode of remuneration, pre- 
setibe that it shall be according to a scale of rates of com- 
mission or per-centage, varying or not in different classes 
of business, or by a gross sum, or by a fixed sum for each 
document prepared or perused, without any regard to length, 
orin any other mode, or partly in one mode and partly in 
another, or others, and may, as regards the amount of the 
femuneration, regulate the same with reference to all or any 
of the following, among other considerations ; (namely,) 

The position of the party for.whom the solicitor is con- 
cerned in any business, that is, whether as vendor or 
as purchaser, lessor or lessee, mortgagor or mortgagee’ 
and the like: 

The place, district, and circumstances at or in which the 
business or part thereof is transacted: 

The amount of the capital money or of the rent to which 
the business relates: 

The skill, labour, and responsibility involved therein on 
the part of the solicitor ; 

The number and importance of the documents prepared or 

- perused, without regard to length: 

The average or ordinary remuneration obtained by solici- 
tors in like business at the passing of this Act. 


5, Security for costs, and interest on disbursements.] Any 
General Order under this Act may authorise and regulate 
the taking by a solicitor from his client of security for 

ré remuneration in accordance with any such Order, 
to be ascertained by taxation or otherwise, and the allow- 
ance of interest. 


6. Order to be laid before Houses of Parliament ; disallow- 
ance on address.] (1.) Any General Order under this Act 
thall not take effect unless and until it bas been laid be- 

each House of Parliament, and one month thereafter 
has elapsed. 

(2.) If within that month an address is presented to 

Queen by either House, seeking the disallowance of the 

Order, or part thereof, it shall be lawful for Her Majesty, 
Order in Council, to disallow the Order, or that part, and 
Order or part disallowed shall not take effect, 


1. Effect of Order as to taxation.] As long as any 
eral Order under this Act is in operation, the taxation 
bills of costs of solicitors shall be regulated thereby. 


Agreements, 
8, Power for solicitor and client to agree on form and 
amount of remuneration.] (1.) With respect to any business to 
the foregoing provisions of this Act relate, whether any 
Order under this Act is in operation or not, it shall be 
tompetent fora solicitor to make an agreement with his client, 
a client to make an agreement with bis solicitor, be- 
or after or in the course of the transaction of any such 











business, for the remuneration of the solicitor, to such amount 
and in such manner as the solicitor and the client think fit, 
either by a gross sum, or by commission or per-centage, or by 
salary, or otherwise; and it shall be competent for the soli- 
citor to accept from the client, and for the client to give to / 
the solicitor, remuneration accordingly. 

(2.) The agreement shall be in writing, signed by the per- 
son to be bound thereby or by his agent in that behalf. 

(3.) The agreement may, if the solicitor and the client 
think fit, be made on the terms that the amount of the re- 
muneration therein stipulated for either shall inclade or 
shall not include all or any disbursements made by the 
solicitor in respect of searches, plans, travelling, stamps, 
fees, or other matters. 

(4.) The agreement may be sued and recovered on or im- 
peached and set acide in the like manner and on the like 
grounds as an agreement not relating to the remuneration of 
a solicitor ; and if, under any order for taxation of costs, 
such agreement being relied upon by the solicitor shall be 
objected to by the client as unfair or unreasonable, the 
taxing master or officer ofthe Court may inquire into the 
facts, and certify the same to the Court; and if, upon such 
certificate, itshall appear to the Court or judge that just 
cause has been shown either for cancelling the agreement, 
or for reducing the amount payable under the same, the 
Court or judge shall have power to order such cancellation 
or reduction, and to give all such directions necessary or 
proper for the purpose of carrying such order into effect, or 
otherwise consequential thereon, as to the Court or judge 
may seem fit. 


9. Restriction on Solicitors Act, 1870—33 & 34 Vict. ce. 


28.] The Attorneys and Solicitors’ Act, 1870, shall not apply 
to any business to which this Act relates. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupts. 
Friary, Sept. 2, 1881. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 


Hackett, John, Brett rd, Hackney, Builder. Pet Ang 30. Brodgham, 
Sept 14 at 1 





To Surrender in the Country. 

Bradberry, James Walter, Leeds, Accountant. Pet Aug 31. Perkins, 
York, Sept 30 at 11 

Croft, Joseph, Gt Yarmouth, Butcher. Worlledge. Gt 
Yarmouth, Sept 14 at 12 

Goad, Arthur, Tonbridge, Kent, Plumber. 
Tunbridge Wells, Sept 15 at 3 

Howcroft, John, Leeds, Grocer. 
Sept 21 at 11 

Morrison, Richard F 
York. Pet Aug 30. 


Pet Aug 31. 
Pet Aug 30. Cripps. 
Pet Aug 29, Cautherley. Leeds, 


, Captain H.M. 5th Lancers, stationed at 
Perkins. York, Sept 30 at 12 


Tvurspay, Sept. 6, 1881. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in London. 


Guerrier, George Edward, Summer st, Southwark, Oil and Colour 
Manufacturer. Pet Septl. Brougham. Sept 16 at 12.30 

Ladd, William, Priory villas, Peckham Rye, Builder. Pet Sept 1. 
Brougham. Sept 16 at 11 

Lupton, Frederic Charles, General Post Office, Civil Service Clerk. 
Pet Sept1. Brougham, Sept 16 at 12 

Smeaton, William, John Smeaton, and William Mills Smeaton, 
Whitfield st, Tottenham ctrd, Plumbers. Pet Sept 3. Brougham. 
Sept 20 at 11 


To Surrender in the Country. 


Bickford, Thomas, and James Joint, Cardiff, Builders, 
Langley. Cardiff, Oct 4 at 2 

Eastwood, Thomas, Rochdale, Lancaster, out of business, Pet Ang 
$l. Tweedale. Oldham, Sept 21 at 11 

Frodsham, Alexander Dixon, Birkenhead, Gent. 


Pet Aug 31. 


Pet Aug 30, Wil. 


liams. Birkenhead, Oct 1 at 10.30 

Harris, Henry, Nottingham, Builder, Pet Aug 31. Patchitt. Not- 
tingham, Sept 28 at 10 

Moore, William, Stoke Bishop, Gloucester, Gent. Pet Sept2. Har- 


ley. Bristol, Sept 19 at 2 

Pearson, John, Oxenhope, nr Keighley, Retired Farmer. Pet Aug 
31. Lee, Bradford, Sept 20 at 12 

Smithurst, Henry, Hucknall Torkard, Nottingham, Provision 
Dealer. Pet Sept3. Patehits, Nottingham, Sept 28 at 10.90 
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Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Frrpay, Sept. 2, 1881. 

Archer, Charles, Cheshunt, Hertford, Carpenter. Sept 27 at 3.30 at 
offices of Rumney, Walbrook 

Awde, Anthony, Darlington, Durham, Timber Merchant. Sept 14 at 
11 at offices of Barron, High row, Darlington 

Bailey, George, Brighton, Builder. Sept 15 at3 at offices of Back- 
well, New rd, Brighton 

Baker, Robert, Wells-next-the-Sea, Norfolk, Rope Maker. Sept 20 at 3 
at offices of Loynes, Wells 

Bambridge, Robert Kerrison, West Ham, Essex, Carpenter. Sept 26 
at 2 at offices of Woodley, Guildhall chmbrs, Basinghall st. Brown, 
Basinghall st 

Barfoot, Samuel Thomas, Pitfield st, Hoxton, Potato Salesman. 
Sept 16 at 11 at offices of Cook, Church st, Spitalfields 

Barrett, Alexander, Whitchurch, Salop, Jeweller. Sept 13 at 1 at 
Royal Hotel, Crewe. Etches, Whitchurch 

Bates,*Benjamin, Halifax, Wheelwright. Sept 19 at 2.30 at Ureditors 
Association, Southgate, Halifax 

Beal, Edward, Sandy Mount, near Teignmouth, Devon, Laundry 
Keeper. Sept 16 at 4at offices of Friend, Post office chmbrs, Gandy 
st, Exeter 

Bettridge, Thomas, Gloucester, Fish Dealer. Sept 12 at 11 at offices 
of Jackson, George st, Gloucester. 

Bowden, George, East Stonehouse, Devon, Bookseller. Sept 16 at 11 
at offices of Selleck, Clock Tower chmbrs, George st, Plymouth 
Bowers, William Ravenscroft, Hanley, Stafford, Confectioner. 

Sept 13 at 11 at offices of Stevenson, Cheapside, Hanley 
Brinkworth, Robert, Neath, Glamorgan, Fish Dealer. 
2 at offices of Sims, Queen st, Neath 
Brown, Samuel Soden, and Thomas James Ashton, Birmingham, 
Gun Makers. Sept 13 at 3 at offices of Fallows, Cherry-street, 
Birmingham 
Burgess, John, and Henry Burgess, Birmingham, General Manu- 
facturers. Sept 19 at1ll at Great Western Hotel, Birmingham. 
Rooke, Birmingham 
Chatfield, Edwin, Pontefract, York, Journeyman Watchmaker. 
Sept 22 at 3 at offices of Morris and Sons, Swan hill, Shrews- 
bury 
Cocker, Fred, Bradford, York, Bookseller. Sept l4at 11 at offices 
of Moore, Albion chmbrs, Hustlergate, Bradford 
Cope, John, Birmingham, Leather Manufacturer. 
offices of Ratcliff, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham : 
Dames, Charles Richard, Gracechurch st, Auctioneer. Sept 19 at 
12 at Masons hall Tavern, Mason’s avenue, Basinghall st. 
Savidge, Eastcheap 
Davies, John, Whitchurch, Salop, Tailor. Sept 15 at 3 at Fox and 
Goose Hotel, Green End st. Etches, Whitchurch 
Davison, John, Middlesborough, York, Innkeeper. Sept 14 at 2.30 
at Turks Head Hotel, Grey st, Newcastle upon Tyne. Lewis 
Middlesborou ch 
Devonald, James, Haverfordwest, Coachbuilder, 
the Swan Hotel, Haverfordwest. Brown 
Donaldson, William, South Shields, Fruiterer. 
offices of Green, King st, South Shields 
Edwards, Richard, Hythe, Kent, Saddle Maker. Sept15 at 3 at the 
White Hart Hotel, Hythe. Bannon, New Romney 
Essery, William Howell, Swansea, out of business. Sept 13 at 3 at 
11, Temple st. Swansea. Thomas, Swansea 
Estlin, John Prior, Burnham, Somersetshire, Brick Maker. Sept 
21 at3 atthe George and Railway Hotel, Victoria st, Bristol. 
Board, Burnham 
Evans, Alfred Ernest, Grocer, Birmingham. Sept 12 at 3 at offices 
of Maher, Upper Temple st, Birmingham 
Fletcher, William, Whittington, nr Chesterfield, Joiner. Sept 14 at 
office of Bushy, Chesterfield 
Foster, Charles, Oxford, Wine Merchant. Sept 24 at 12 atthe 
Masonic Hall, Alfred st, High st, Oxford. Pryce, Abingdon 
Frodsam, James, Oldham, Lancaster, Coal Agent. Sept 21 at 3 at 
= Wheat Sheaf Hotel, Fennell st, Manchester. Whitaker, Old- 
am 
Frost, Joshua, Lofthouse gate, nr Wakefield, York, Rope Maker. 
Sept 16 at 11 at offices of Lake and Lake, Southgate, Wakefield 
Fryer, John, Doldy, Worcester, Licensed Victualler, Sept 15 at 11 
at offices of Tree and Son, High st, Worcester 
Gibbons, Thomas, West Bromwich, Stafford, Engineer. 
11 at offices of Topham, High st, West Bromwich 
Glaister. William, Hamsel!l st, Jewin st, Brace Manufacturer, 
Sept 15 at 3 at offices of Saffery and Co, Old Jewry chbrs, East- 
wood, Gt St Helen’s 
Good, James Robert, Wingate Grange, Durham, Grocer. Sept 14 
at 2.30 at Traders’ Association, Grainger st West, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. Criddle, Newcastle-npon-Tyne 
Goodhall, Henry Wiliamson, Brook st, Grosvenor aq, Stock Broker’s 
Assistant, Sept 16 at 3 at offices of Herbert and Kent, Grace- 
church st ° 
Hammond, Henry Stanley, Cardiff, Pork Butcher, 
offices of Morgan and Scott, High st. Cardiff 
Hawker, Alfred, Grove, Hammersmith, Cattle Powder Manufac- 
turer. Sept 20 at 3 at offices of Cooper, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Harrison, John, Ambergate, Derby, Farmer. Sept 16 at 11 at County 
Hotel, St Mary’s Gate, Derby 
Hewitt, Charles, sen, Berkeley rd, Regent’s pk rd, Painter. Sept 21 
% at 3 at offices of Cooper, Lincoln’s ina fields 
Hillyer, William, Bristol, Baker. Sept 16 at 12 at offices of Evans, 
Exchange bligs East, Bristol 
Hollings, Kdmund, Cheltenham, Botanic Chemist, Sept 15 at 11 at 
offices of Clark, ent #t, Cheltenham 
Holmes, William, Brick lane, Spitalfields, Corn Merchant. Sept 10 
at 11 at 49, Bromley st, Commercial road East, Archer, Brayard 
rd, Peckham 
Hope, Daniel, Salford, Lancaster, Shopkeeper. Sept 16 at 3 at 
offices of Schofield, 1, Cooper st, Manchester. Higham, Manches- 


ter 
Hard, Henry, Keynsham, Somerset, Baker. Sept 15 at 2 at offices 
of Fox and Whiteuck, 35, Corn st, Bristol 


Sept 14 at 


Sept 12 at 3 at 


Sept 17 at 2.30 at 
Sept 14 at 12.30 at 


Sept 19 at 


Sept 15 at 11 at 





ns 

Jones, William Robert, Llangefni, Anglesey, Ironmonger. Sept 1¢ 
at 1 at Queen Hotel, Chester. Roberts, Llangefni 

Kidman, Charles, Bishops Hatfield, Hertford, Farmer. 
3 at George Hotel, St Albans. Annesley 

King, Thomas, Silver st, Notting hill, Boot and Shoe Dealer. 
22 at 2 at offices of Liquidation Company, 60, Finsbury pavemadil 
Brett, Mincing lane § 
Lake, William, Great Russell st, Bloomsbury, Bookseller. Sept 23” 
at 2 at offices of Brett, Mincing lane 

Langstaff, Alfred Anthony, Scarborough, York, Grocer. Sept 16 at 
3 at offices of Drawbridge and Rowntree, 74, Newborough st, 
Scarborough y 

Levy, Samuel, Wentworth st, Spitalfields, Offal Butcher. Sept 13. 
at 3 at offices of Cattlin, 25, Wormwood st, Old Broad st 

Lockwood, Benjamin, Sunderland, Durham, Hotel Keeper. Sept 
16 at 12 at Golden Lion Hotel, 38, High st, Sunderland, Bell an@ 
Son, West Hartlepool 

Martin, Walter Griffiths, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Hairdresser, Sept 
16 at 11 at offices of Ridge, 4, Regent st, Cheltenham 

Mayhew. Joseph, Easton, Suffolk, Tailor. Sept 13 at 12 at offices of 
Hill, St Nicholas st, Ipswich 

Martin, Thomas, West Wycombe, Buckingham, Grocer. Sept 15 at 
3 at the Coffee Tavern, Frogmoor gardens, High Wycombe, 
Clarke, High Wycombe 

Mills, James, and Robert Mills, Manchester, Hat Manufacturers, 
Sept 23 at 3 in the B Committee 100m, Old Townhall, King st, 
Manchester. Rylance, Manchester 

Mosenthal, Henry Julius, and Adolphus James Mosenthal, Beer 


lane. Sept28 at 2atthe Cannon st Hotel, Cannon st. Gole, 
Lime st 


Sept 15 at 3 ag 


Naylor, George, Chesterfield, Derby, Horse Dealer. 
Gee, Chester 


=  eanemaand Hotel, St Mary’s Gate, Chesterfield, 

eld 

O’Shaughnessy, Margaret Josephin, Anyhoe rd, West Kensington 
Park. Sept 14 at 3 at Victoria house, Trinity st, South wark, 
Bordman and Co 

Owen, William, Carnarvon, Draper. 
Roberts and Co, Castle st, Carnarvon 

Palmer, John Thomas, Southampton, Baker. Sept 14 at 3 af 
offices of Bell and Tayler, Portland st, Southampton 

Phillips, Frederick, Brecon, Grocer. Sept 13 at 2 at offices of 
Bishop, Wheat st, Brecon 

Piggot, John, Bristol, Tailor. Sept 15 at 12 at offices of Ryland, 
Small st, Bristol. O’Donoghue and Co, Bristol 

Pitman, Thomas, Birmimgham, Brush Manufacturer, 
at offices of Free, Temple row, Birmingham 

Rigby, James, Frodsham, Chester, Innkeeper. Sept 17 at 3 at offices 
of Ashton and Garratt, Frodsham 

Rothery, Albert, Higher Broughton, Lancaster, Engraver. Sept l4 
at 3 at offices of Makinson and Co, Blackfriars st, Manchester 

Rowley, Levi, Great Grimsby, Lincoln, Schoolmaster. Sept 10 atll 
at offices of Grange and Wintringham, St Mary’s chmbrs, West 8 
Mary’s gate, Great Grimsby 

Sargent, Charles, Godliman st, Furrier. Sept 15 at 1 at Inns of Court 
Hotel, Holborn. Cotton, St Martin’s-le-Grand 

Sex, Frederick William Nash, Lansdowne rd, Clapham rd, Family 
Grocer. Sept 21 at 2 at Creditors Association, Arthur st East, Lon- 
don bridge. May and Co, Adelaide pl, London bridge 

Simmons, Edwin Walter, Churchfield rd, Acton, Furniture Dealer, 
Sept 9 at 3 at Guildhall Coffeehouse, Gresham st. Vernede, New 
Broad st 

Smith, Alexander Harris, Liverpool, Ironmonger. Sept 14 at $ 
at offices of Ivey, Church st, Liverpool. Lupton, Liverpool ; 

Speakman, Charles, and Herbert Slade Speakman, Manchester, 
Stock and Share Brokers. Sept 23 at 3 at offices of Grundy and Co, 
Booth st, Manchester 

Tranter, Jonah, Harborne, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. Sept 16 at 11 
at offices of Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 

Tully, William, Balcombe, Tiutber Merchant. Sept 30 at 12.30 a 
Station Hotel, Hayward’s Heath. Nye, Brighton 

Western, Thomas, Batley, Brush Manufacturer. Sept 14 at 3 at office 
of Wells, Cookridge st, Leeds 

Wheeler, Richard, Eau Withington, Hereford, Farmer. Sept & 
at 1.30 at Kerry Arms Temperance Hotel, Commercial st, Hereford, 
Miller and Corset, Kidderminster 

Williams, Thomas Nash, Aberaman, Aberdare, Chemist. Sept l4ab 
1 at offices of Howell, Aberdare 

Witt, John, Salisbury, Butcher. Sept 12 at 11 at offices of Hill and 
Slader, Crown chbrs, Salisbury ] 

Woodhouse, Henry Spencer, Withington, Lancaster, Engineer 
Sept 30 at 2 at offices of Vaudrey, St James sq, Manchester. Bird 
and Moore, Gray’s inn sc 

Zoccola, Michele Angelo. Maiden lane, Covent Garden, Provision 
Merchant. Sept 20 at 2 at offices of Foster, Gracechureh st 


Sept 19 at 2 at offices of 


Sept 15 at 


TvugspAY, Sept. 6, 1881, 
Bardsley, James, Salford, Lancaster, Dairyman, Sept 19 at3@ 
offices of Nadin, King st, Manchester ‘ 
Barlow, Mary Bell, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Licensed Victualler 
Sept 13 ar 3 at offices of Macdonald, Mosley st, Newcastle-upot 


Tyne 
Barrett, Alexander, Whitchurch, Salop, Jewellor. Sept 14 at Lat 
Grand Hotel, Birmingham, in lieu of the place originally 
named 
Bateman, Daniel, Low Moor, York, Card Maker, Sept 20 at lla 
offices of Taylor and Co, Piccadilly, Bradford 
Batten, William Walter, Bevois Mount, Southampton, Contractom 
Sept 19 at 11.30 at offices of Pearce and Uo, Lansdowne House 
Castle lane, Southampton : 
Bendill, George, Cheltenham, Builder* Sept 17 at 10 at offices dt 
Pruen, Regent st, Cheltenham 
Birrell, William, Barrow-in-Furness, Dealer in Ton, Sept 16 abit 
at Imperial Hotel, Cornwallis st, Barrow-in-Furness., Thompsdle 
parrow-=in- Furness : 
Sept 22 at 11 & 






Blackhurst, Joshua, Burslem, Stafford, Builder, 
Queens Hotel, Hanley. Mayer, Burslem 





Browne, Harry Clive, Truro, Cornwall, Nurseryman, Sept 10a6 
at offices of Paull, Quay at, Truro 






Sept 15 at 
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Bryden, James, Watford, Hertford. out of business. Sept 24 at 1 at 
ofices of Armstrong, Fore st, Hertford . 
Bock, James, Darlington, Durham, Grocer. Sept 19 at 12 at 
, Darlington, Wooler 
Burdett, Thomas, Burton Latimer, Northampton, Ale Merchant. 
19 at 11 at offices of Sharman aad Jackson, Oxford st, 
Wellingborough 
Burrows, Alfred, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. Sept 20 at 12 
at offices of Acton and Marriott, Victoria st, Nottingham 
Butler, Frederick, Chatham, Railway Agent. Sept 19 at 11 at 
offices of Norman, High st, Chatham 
Butler, William, Maester, Glamorgan, Shoemaker. Sept 19 at 1 at 
Royal Hotel, St Mary st, Cardiff. Randall, Bridgend 
ll, Henry Seymour, Kingston, Hants, Grocer. Sept 19 at 3 
at offices of Edmonds and Co, St James st, Portsea. Feltham, 


(mbb, George, Phoenix Works, Kingsland Green, Brickmaker, 
Sept 19 at 2 at Law Institution, Chancery lane. Rogers and Co, 
Westminster chmbrs, Victoria st 

Jsaac, Cleveland st, Middlesex Hospital, Greengrocer. Oct 4 
at 3.at offices of Heathfield and Son, Lincolns-inn-fields 

Davies, Henry, Haverfordwest, Auctioneer. Sept 20 at 11 at 
Mariners Hotel, Haverfordwest. James, Haverfordwest 

Dobson, George, Leicester, Chemist. Sept 19 at 3 at Market st, 
leicester. Stevenson and Son, Leicester 

Drake, James, Hartshead-cum-Clifton, York, Stone Mason. Sept 20 
at 11 at offices of Curry, Cleckheaton 

Embry, James, St Weonards, Hereford, Farmer. 
offices of Boycott, Palace yd, Hereford 

Escott, James, Traro, Cornwall, Post Master. Sept 15 at12 at offices 
of Paull, Quay st, Truro 

Fihell, John Roden, Birmingham, Purse Maker. Sept 16 at1l1 at 
offices of Stokes, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Fletcher, Matthew, Netherton, Worcester, no occupation. Sept 21 at 
$at offices of Stokes and Co, Priory st, Dudley 

Foster, Edward, Nottingham, Joiner. Sept 20 at 11 at offices of 
Maples and Co, Low pavement, Nottingham 

Giffard, Frederick, Westbourne villas, Harrow rd. 
offices of Durant, Guildhall chmbrs, Basinghall st 

Glazier, John, Mile End rd, Hosier. Sept 14 at 12 at offices of 
Qooper and Co, King’s Arms yard, Moorgate st. Sydney, Cole- 
man st 

Greenway, Joseph, Sedgley, Stafford, of no occupation. 
4at offices of Stokes and Co, Priory st, Dudley 

Haigh, William, Barnsley, York, Draper. Sept 19 at 12 at offices of 

band Cv, Regent st, Barnsley 

Hall, Tom, and James Edward Dyson, Huddersfield, Cloth 
Manufacturers. Sept 19 at3 at offices of Mills and Co, Estate- 
bldgs, Railway st, Huddersfield 

Hallott, Walter Henry, Manchester, Brush Materials Merchant. 
September 19 at 2 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Creke 

Co, Manchester 

Hayler, William Shaw, Spalding, Lincoln, Schoolmaster. 

a 12 at offices of Maples and Son, Herring lane, Spalding 

Hebb, Marmaduke Stephenson, Commercial rd, Stepney, China 
all Va 24 at 12 at offices of Innes and Son, Billiter House, 

rs 


Hockly, Lucy Martin, Southport, Lancaster, Boarding School Pro- 
ss. Sept 19 at 2 at offices of Welsby and Co, Lord st, South- 


Sept 19 at 11 at 


Sept 15 at3 at 


Sept 22 at 


Sept 21 


Holeroft, William, Warrington, Lancaster, Rope Maker. Sept 30 at 
8 at offices of Ashton and Woods, Horsemarket st, Warrington 
, James, Leyton, Essex, Plumber. Sept 13 at 11 at offices of 
a hett, The Grove, Stratford. Wetherfield, Queen st, Cheap- 
8 


James, John, Shepherdess walk, City rd, Linen Draper. Sept 19 at 3 
at offices of Wenn, King Edward st 
Francis William, High st, Camden Town, Corn Dealer, 
Sept 15 at 3 at offices of Nazer, Chancery lane 
Jelley, James, Devonshire terrace, Notting hill gate, Farmer. 
19 at 3 at George Hotel, Northampton, Hughes and Sons, 
Chapel st, Bedford row 
Johnston, William, Bradford, York, Grocer. 
of Wilson, Kirkgate, Bradford 
Jones, Samuel, Cradley, Worcester, Commission Agent. Sept 16 at 3 
itoffices of Addison, High st, Brierley hill 
Tomas, Joseph Mitthias, Birmingham, Journeyman Saddler. Sept 17 
%#12 at offices of O’Connor, Bennett's hill, Birmingham 
, Edwin, Bristol, Wholesale Boot Manufacturer, Sept 19 at 
2at offices of Salmon, Broad st, Bristol 
ws, Joseph Charles, Endon, Stafford, out of business. Sept 
cal 3 at offices of Llewellyn and Ackrill, Piccadilly st, Tun- 


Sept 20 at 11 at offices 


Milner, Thomas, Halifax, Woollen Draper. Sept 23 at 12 at offices 
of Wavell and Co, George st, Halifax 
Thomas Douglas, Wix, Essex, Grocer. Sept 21 at 3 ‘at Red 
lion Hotel. Colchester. Goody, Colchester 
Harry George, Portsmouth, Plumber, Sept 20 at 1 at 145, 
Cheapside. Feltham, Portsea 
Mould, Hannah, Wolstanton, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. Sept 17 
ab ll at morengt Arms Inn, High st, Congleton, Garside and 
Spencer, Congleton 
Alfred George, Duke st, Stamford st, Provision Merchant, 
N 7 at 2 at 21, Dean st, Soho. Micklethwait, Barnsbury rd 
Henry Curtis, Cardigan, Surgeon. Sept 20 at 10.30 ab offices 
tas and Evans, St Mary st, Cardigan, Griffiths, Carmar- 
Palmer, James, Scarborough, Tailor. Sept 13 at 11 at offices of 
Williamson, Queen st, Scarborough 
Parkinson, Kdward, Bradford, Joiner. Sept 20 at3 at 95, Cannon 
i, Manchester. Alderson, Manchester 
James, Burdett rd, Mile End, Licensed Victualler, Sept 26 
4 at offices of Perry, Guildhall chbrs, Basinghall st 
Pitchforth, John, Kirkgate, Wakefield, Beerhouse Keeper. Sept 20 
3 at offices of Lodge, King st Wakefield 
m, ‘Thomas, Liverpool, Provision Dealer, Sept 21 at 2 at 
Hees Of Harris and Gorst, Lord st, Liverpool , 





Roberts, Thomas, Bilston, Stafford, Grocer. 21 at 11 at Globe 
Hotel, Mount Pleasant, Bilston. Bowen, Bilston 

Smithies, Joseph, Bradford, Jacquard Machine Maker. Sept 17 at 
10.30 at offices of Cross, Parkinson’s chbrs, Market st, B ‘ord 
jpeakman, Charles, and Herbert Slade Speakman, Manchester, 
Stock and Share Brokers. Sept 23 at 3.30 at offices of Grundy an¢. 
Co, Booth st, Manchester d 

Spurrier, Walter, Handsworth, Stafford, Electro Plate Manufac-- 
turer. Sept 16 at 3 at offices of Barlow and Co, Waterloo st, Bir- 
mingham 

Strong, John, Carlisle, Boot Maker. Sept 21 at 11 at office of Bendle,. 
Hodgson’s ct, Carlisle 

Swann, John Dixon, Manchester, Tailor. Sept 21 at 11 at offices of 
Sherratt, Cooper st, Manchester 

Taylor, William, New Clee, Lincoln, Draper. Sept 21 at 2.45 at 
office of Mason, Victoria st South, Great Grimsby 

Thomas, Charles, Gloucester, Grocer. Sept 21 at 2 at offices of 
Jones, Eldon chmbrs, Berkeley st, Gloucester 

Tilling, George, Bristol, out of business, Sept 16 at 2 at office of 
Sibly, Exchange West, Bristol 

Tudor, William, Sloane st, Knightsbridge, Cigar Dealer. Sept 26 
at 3 at offices of Rodgers and Co, Walbrook 

Turner, Edmund, Hove, Sussex, Builder. Sept 19 at 3 at offices of 
Fenner and Co., Brighton: Woods and Co, Brighton 

Walford, Amelia, Wo.verhampton, Timber Merchant. Sept 22 at 
ll at offices of Baker and Gibson, Waterloo st, Birmingham. 
Whitehouse, Wolverhampton 

Watson, Alfred, Chatham, Kent, Dyer. Sept 2lat 2 at the Crown 
Hotel, High st., Rochester, Prall, Rochester 

Welch, Charles John, Hanley, Brick Manufacturer. 
offices of Tennant and Co, Cheapside, Hanley 

Westley,Christopher Gibson, Northampton, Saddler. Sept 16 at ll at 
offices of Jeffery, College st, Northampton 

Willett, John, Hendon, Builder. Sept 15 at 3 at Ions of Court Hotel, 
High Holborn. Ruddle, High Holborn 

Williams, William Henry, Belle Vue pl, Clapham common, Grocer. 
Sept 23 at2at 145, Cheapside. Tickle, Lawrence lane, Cheap- 


Sept 17 at 11 at 


side 

Willis, John, Gateshead, Durham, Bread Baker. Sept 19 at 3 at office 
of Stanford, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Wilson, Albert, Stamford. Lincoln, Commercial Traveller. Sept 16 at 
3.30 at offices of Atter, Barn hill, Stamford 

Wilson, John, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Manchester, Leather Dealer. 
Sept 19 at 4 at Grosvenor Hotel, Deansgate, Manchester. Ponsonby 
and Carlile, Oldham 

Yates, Herbert, Cheltenham, Lamp Manufacturer. Sept 19 at lat 
North Western Hotel, Stafford. .Taynton and Sons, Gloucester 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guarantesd Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it “the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage fcr Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 

tvalids aad Children.” 
Highly commended by the entire Me@ica 1Press, 

Boing without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
seeps better in allclimates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER: 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break-- 
tast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTina A La VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
i Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro-- 
hibited. 

In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., 5s. 6d., &c., by Chemists and Grocers, 

Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 








HEDOZONE. 
THK ORIGINAL (1876) NON-ALCOHOLIC SPARKLING. 
BEVERAGE. 
— — MORE 


REFRESHING THAN 
CHAMPAGNE. 


| EDOZONE. 


EDOZONE.—HEDOZONE IS A GRATEFUL 
REFRESHMENT. 


EDOZONE, 


ee WILL SUSTAIN THE WORKER, 
RE- ANIMATE THE WEARY, 
INVIGORATE THE FERBLE, 

AND RESTORE THE INVALID. 


EDOZONE. 


Of Chemists, Wine Merchants, and Grocers. 
Manufacturers: PACKHAM & CO. (Limited), Croydon 


AMPTON & SONS make NO CHARGE for 

inserting iculars in their FREE MONTHLY REGISTER 

of ESTATES, TOWN and COUNTRY HOUSES, Furnished or 

Unfurnished, or for Sale, to be had GRATIS at their Offices, or 

post-free for two stamps. Published on the Ist of the month, and 

particulars for insertion should be sent not later than five days. 
previous to end of preceding month. 

Valuations for Probate and Transfer, overt. 
Estate and Auction Offices, 8, Pall Mall Bast, 8. W. 
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AUCTION ROOMS 


Specially for the Sale of Literary Property, Music, and Works of 
Art, 47, LEICESTER SQUARE, LONDON, W.C. 


=. PUTTICK & SIMPSON beg to announce 
that the above rooms are open daily for the reception of 
all kinds of Literary and Art Property, Musical Collections, &c., 
intended for Sale by Auction. Messrs. P. & 8S. feel assured that the 
necessary knowledge (gained only by long experience) and the exten- 
sive connection enjoyed by their firm will be a sufficient guarantee 
#0 solicitors and others that such property entrusted to their care 
will be arranged for sale in the most advantageous manner. 

Valuations for Probate or Legacy Duty, or for Public or Private 
Sale. EsTaABLISHED (IN PrccapiiLy) 1794. 





THE TANNER’S HALL ESTATE, EDMONTON. 


By order of the Mortgagee: ‘‘ Re Crabbe.”—An Important Freehold 
Building Property, comprising about 19 acres, clear of land tax. 


R. E. JACKSON is favoured with instructions 
to SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, 
E.C., on FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1881, at TWO o’clock, in One 
Lot, the Valuable FREEHOLD BUILDING ESTATE, known as 
**Tanner’s Hall,’ Edmonton, within a few minutes’ walk of Silver- 
street Station, Great Eastern Railway, and bounded by good roads, 
comprising a FAMILY RESIDENCE (approached by a carriage 
drive), containing 9 bed-rooms, breakfast, dining, and drawing 
rooms of lofty proportions, and numerous domestic offices. The 
outbuildings include stabling, coach-house, and small farmery. 
The grounds and pleasure gardens adjoin the residence. There are 
several enclosures of meadow and arable land, a portion of which 
is now being worked as BRICK FIELDS, having splendid beds of 
Brick Earth, the whole comprising 19 acres, more or less. The 
central position of this property, and its close proximity to several 
stations on the Great Eastern Railway, within 8 miles of the 
metropolis, renders it one of the most valuable building estates in 
the neighbourhood, and where houses are in great demand. 

May be viewed (Sundays excepted) by applying on the premises. 
Particulars may be had at the Auction Mart; of Messrs. Richard- 
son & Foxwell, Solicitors, Much Hadham, Herts ; of Messrs. Rookes 
& Co., Solicitors, 16, King-street, Cheapside, E.C.; and of Mr. E. 
Jackson, Auctioneer, Land and Estate Agent, 15, King-street, 
Cheapside, E.C. 


REEHOLD GROUND RENTS for SALE, Pur- 
chase-moneys from £1,000 to £8,000, in Parcels upon Let and 
Completed Property, to pay 4} per cent. Also some Lots upon 
Small-class Property, to pay 44 and 6 per cent.—Principals or 
Solicitors only apply to WitLt1am Buttis, Surveyor, 21, Finsbury- 
pavement, E.C. 


r [ O SOLICITORS and Others.—To be LET, from 
Michaelmas next, that excellent SUITE of OFFICES in Moor- 
gate-house, 61, Moorgate-street, now in the occupation of the exe- 
cutors of the late Mr. H. W. Vallance, consisting of four rooms on 
the ground floor and one in the basement, including a first-rate strong 
room; also two other good Suites of Offices in the same buildings. 
Entrances to all the above from Moorgate-street and Coleman-street. 
—For further particulars and orders to view apply to W. A. & S. 
Smzx, Upholsterers and House Agents, 89, Finsbury-pavement. 








To SOLICITORS and TRUSTEES.—A respectable 
. Firm of House Agents are willing to collect Rents and manage 
Properties at a Commission of 3 percent. Unquestionable references 
and guarantees if necessary. Monthly and Quarterly Settlements.— 
Apply to Acrnt, Messrs. Deacon’s, Leadenhall-street, E.C. 


PFOVIDENT LIFE OF FICE 
Fourps> 1806, 
50, REGENT STREET, and 14, CORNHILL, LONDON, 


Existing Assurances exceed .. oe ee «+ £6,500,000 
Invested Funds .. eo oe oo oe ee 2,124,711 
Annual Income .. ee ee oe oe oe 279,852 
Claims Paid exceed oe os ee ry ee 6,500,000 
Bonuses Declared.. ee oe o 6 eo 2,342,000 


During the past year (1880) each main item has shown improve 
ment upon the preceding year. : 
1879. 1880. 
New Premiums ee oo £15,172 £18,845 
Income .. ee ° as eo 273,684 9, 
Invested Funds.. ee oe 2,077,215 2,124,711 

CHARLES STEVENS Secretary, 


ee va. ASSURANCE COM. 


FIRE—LIFE—MARINE. 
Cuter Orrices: 19 anp 20, CORNHILL, LONDON, EG, 
West Env Orrices: 49 PALL MALL, LONDON, S&.W, 


‘HE CITY OF LONDON FIRE INSURANCE 
COMPANY (LIMITED). 
Heap Orrice: 101, CHEAPSIDE, E.C. 
Capital, £1,000,000, Paid up, £100,000, 
Claims promptly settled. 
Alderman HENRY E. KNIGHT, Chairman, 
L. C. PHILLIPS, General Manager. 











ESTABLISHED 1851, 


IRKBEOCO K BAN K.-= 
Southampton Buildings, Chancery Lane, 

Current Accounts opened according to the usual practice ot other 
Bankers, and Interest allowed on the minimum monthly balances when 
not drawn below £25. No commission charged for keeping Accounts, 
The Bank also receivesmoney on Deposit at Three per cent. Interest, 
repayable on demand. The Bank undertakes for its Customers, free of 
charge, the custody of Deeds, Writings, and other Securitiesand Valu 
ables ; the collection of Bills of Exchange, Dividends, and Coupons; and 
the purchase and sale ot Stocks and Shares. Letters of Credit and 
Circular Notes issued, 

A Pamphlet, with fall particulars, on application. 

FRANCIS RAVENSOROFT, Manager, 

3lst Mareh, 1880. 





JANUARY INTERMEDIATE AND FINAL EXAMINATIONS, 
N R. ALBERT GIBSON’S Classes for these 

Examinations commence on October 5, Fee 12 guineas, 
Postal preparation, fee 6 guineas, 

Out of 67 pupils sent up forthe Final this year 62 passedat 
their first attempt, 17 obtaining Honours. In June, 2 of thet 
Prizemen were pupils of Mr. Gibson. 

Full particulars on application to 35, Southampton-buildings, 
Chancery-lane. 

N.B.—Class work for the November Examinations is now going on 
and students can still join. A special month’s class for the 





HANCERY LANE.—Several Excellent Suites 

of Chambers to Let in Lincoln’s-inn Chambers, No. 40, 

Chancery-lane, suitable for Barristers, Solicitors, and professional 

gentlemen.—Apply to Mr. Ropert Watson, 37, Cursitor-street, 
Chancery-lane, E.C. 


AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 
The Funds in hand and Capital subscribed amount to upwards of 
£1,600,000 sterling. 
Chairman—Jamzs Cuppoy, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith- 
building, Temple. 
Deputy-Chairman—C. Pemperton, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Solici- 
tor, 44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Every description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted. 
Whole World and Unconditional Life Policies granted at a slightly 
increased rate of Premium. 


Policies of Inswrance granted against the contingency of Issue 
at moderate rates of Premium. 
Advances made 


on Mortgage of Life Interest and Reversions, 
whether absolute or contingent. 
Prospectus, Copies of the Accounts as deposited with the Board 
ef Trade, and every information sent on application to 


FRANK McGEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 
UN FIRE OFFICE, 


THREADNEEDLE Steezt, EC. CHantne Cross, 8.W 
Oxvorp Srexer (Corner of Vere-street), W. 
Estasiisugp 1710, 

Home and Foreign Insurances Effected, 

Sum insured in 1880, £262,746,653. 

LIGHTNING LOSSES, whether by Fire or Concussion, admitted, 

FRANCIS B, RELTON, Secretary. 











November Intermediate will be formed in October. Fee 6 guiness 


HE CHURCH PREFERMENT GAZETTE 
(issned Monthly), containing full particulars of Advowsons, 
Presentations, &c., for Sale, together with useful advice to pur 
chasers, should be referred to by every purchaser. Edited by Mt. 
W. EMERY STARK (Associate Institute of Actuaries, F.R.G.8, 
&c ).—Address (enclosing six stamps), Messrs. W. Emery Stagi- 
3, Bedford-street, Strand. % 








LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON ané 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 


No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


H ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs 
direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantage 
of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special inset. 
tion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their con! 
support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement onl required, and the 
strictest care and promptitude assured. Official stamped forms 
advertisement and file of ‘‘ London Gazette” kept. By appointmel 


EDE AND 50N 


ROBE Dae MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOIXTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of ths Judiciel Bend 
Corporation of London, &c, 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY CLERGY GOWNS: 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 








